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PREFACE. 



TF was not a fondnefs for contrdverfyy but a defirt 
"* to vindicate the honour of Chrifty as lawgiver in 
ihis .own kingdom ; to ajffert the fcriptural importance 
of a pofttive inflitution in the houfe of God ; and to es^ 
i^dpate himfelf together with a great majority of his 
brethren of the Baptiji perfuefton^ from charges of an 
odious kindy that excited the author to tompofe and puh^ 
Ttfh the following pages. Jfthefe deftgns he anfweredt 
the writer obtains his end ; and if not ^ he has the tef 
iimony of his own confcience to the uprightnefs of his 
intentions. 

As ^voe are esprefsly commanded to ** contend eamefify 
^ for the Faith once delivered to the faints i^'* it can hard^ 
\^ ly he quejlionedy whether aftncere concern for the purity 
p\ and permanence of our Lord's appointments In the 
gofpel churchy he not an indifpenfahle duty. For they 
are no left the e»preffions of his dominion over us, 
than of his love to us f no lefs intended as means of his 
own glory, than of our happinefs. Thefibje&y there- 
fore y that is here prefented to the reader* s notice^ though 
not of the greateft, yet is far from being of litde 
importance in the fihrtftian religion. 

It is entirely on the defenfive fhat the author tales 
up -his pen ,• for had not the principles and praBiceof 
thofe profeffors who are invidioufly called^ Stri^ Bap* 
rtiftsy beenfeverely cenfuredy ly many that maintain^ and 
4>y fome who denyy the divine authority of Infant 
^ ^aptifmf thefe pages would never have feen thg light. 
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PREFACE. 



That He who is King ift Zion may reign in the 
hearts and regulate the worjhip of all his pr(f effing peor 

pie i that the Spirit of wifdonif of holinefSf and ofpeace^ 
may d^tvell in all the churches of Chrifi ; and that the 

fame divine jigetft may Sreft the reader's inquiries af" 
ter truth f engage his affe$ions in the performance of 
dutyf and enable him to " walk in fill the command* 
ments and ordinances of the Lord blamelefs ;** is the 

j^neere de/ire and fervent prayer of his willing fervfitU 
m the gofpel of Chri/l^ 

A. 90(ftH. 

C7oooMAN*s Fields, 
March 3, 177^. 
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Apology for the Baptifts. 



SECTION L 

The Bapttfli not thargeahk with laying an unwarrant' 
able Strefs on the Ordinance of Baptifm. * 

MANY reflexions are call on the Baptifts, 
and various charges are laid againft 
them ; refledlions and charges of fuch a kind, as 
greatly impeach the truth of their do<Srinal prin- 
ciples, and the candour of their Chriftian temper. 
They are freq^ucntly reprefented by their P^do- 
baptid brethren, as uncharitably rigid, as Jncorrigible 
bigots to a iavQurite opinion, and as putting bap- 
4ifm in the place of our hord'^, atoning blood and 
\\\e fanBifying agency of the divine {spirit. — T« give 
them epithets and load them with charges of this 
kind, the generaliiy of their opponents agree ; 
whether they be members of our National iiflab- 
lifiiment, or in die number of Proteftant Di/Tenters. 
But why fuch unfriendly iurmifes and bold ac- 
cufalions ? What is there in our principles or con- 
dud that lays a foundation for fuch hard fuf- 
*picions and fuch feverity of cenfure ? As to mak- 
ing baptifm a fubftitute for the atonement of Jefus 
Ghrift, and xha fanSifying agency of the Holy Spir- 
it, it is manifellly contrary to our avowed icnti- 
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6 Apokgy for the Baptijis. 

ments ; fo contrary, that all th^ world, one would 
have thought, muft agree to acquit us of fuch z 
charge.* For it is too notorious to ad^iit a plea 
of ignorance in any of our op])onents, that we 
coniider no one as a proper fubjedl of that inftitu- 
tion, who does not profefs repentance towards 
God, and faitlvin our Lord J<^us Chrift ; whq 
does not, in other words, appear to be in a ftate 
of falvation. Nay, fo far from making baptifm a 
facing ordinance, we do not, we cannot cpnfider 
any one as a proper fubje6t^ of it, who lool^i; 
upon it in that light. 

Yet were an imputation of this l:ind as jiift and 
pertinent, as it is groundlefs and ungenerous ; did 
we really afcribe a regenerating efficacy and far- 
ing eJBFe^s to that facred appointment \ we fhould 
hardly forbear concluding, that thefe complaints 
and charges came with an ill grace from our 
brethren of the Eftablffhrnent ; efpecially from the 
clergy, who have folemply dieclared their affent 
and confent to all that is contained in the book of 
Common Prayert For they, immediately after 
baptizing an infant, addrefs firft the people, and 
then the omnifcient God, in the following remark- 
able words : * Seeing, dearly beloved brethren^ 
that this child is reg^neratp and grafted intp 
the body of Chrift's church, let us give thanks to 
Almighty God for thefe benefits-r-We yield thee 
hearty thanks, moft merciful Father, that it hath 
pleafed thee to regenerate this infant with thy 
Holy Spirit* to receive him for think oyrN child 

* I fpeak of die Farticuiar Baptifts. How far any of 
thofe who are called Central BaptilU, may have given occa* 
fion for fuch ittputAticns^ I neither take upon me to affirm 
^lordcny. 



Apok^ for the Bafiifis. jr 

lay adoptto&y and tp incorporatf^him into thy holy 
charch.'— Thus the clergy moft foleniQly profef^ 
to believe^ when they adminifter baptifm to in* 
fant5. And) when giving catechetical inftrudtion^ 
to childrent they inculcate on their tender mind^ 
the fanie things» as trutlis apd fa^s of g^eat im? 
portance. Yoj: thus they interrogat^^ch young 
catechumen» and thus they teach biin to ahfwer. 
< Who gave you this nam^ I My Godfathers and 
Godmothers in ^ly baptifm, where iif i was made 
a member of Chnft, a child of God» and an in* 
heritor of the kingdom of heaven. How many * 
facraments hath Chrift ordained in his church I 
Two only, as oenerally necibssaiiy to salva? 
TiONy that is to fay, baptifm and the fupper of the 
Lord. What is tlie inward and ipintual grace ? 
(i. e. of baptifm.) A death unto fm, and a new 
birth unto righteoufnefs ; for, hieing by nature born 
in (in, and the children of wrath, we are hereby 
VADB the children of grace.'* Thus children are 

* See the Qfkct for PoBIic Baptiixn o£ Infants, and thc^ 
CatechiiQn. Whether the do<5triiie here advanced be con* 
iiftent witli the fentiments of Proteftant Psdobaptifts in 
eenei'al, or calculated to ioftrud the ignorant and edify be- 
Jievers, I muft leave the reader to judge.. I will take the 
liberty, however, of fubjoining a quotation from the cele* 
brated WitiiDs, and another £rom the no lefs excellent Dr. 
C>wen,.relating to this point. The former ihus exprefles 
himfelf ::— Conimunio cvni Chriilo et corpore ipiius niyfiicq 
in eledis infantibus baptifmum antecedert vidctur ; falteni 
judicio charitatis. Psedobaptifmo enim tin funoamen. 
yvu. fubftniitur. Hoc quippe argumeuto pafTim pugnatur ab 
orthodoiis: ad quos pertinet fcedus gratis, et communio 
Chrifti, atque ecclefis, et quorum eft regnum cslorum. eos 
oportet baptizari. Atqui ha&c omnia anfantibus eledis, et 
Hosderatis competunt.— .— Bodius Komanse ecdefis dodores 
In grayiifimo erfore vcrfari avtumat, auum ftatuuat bapti^ 



« ' Apology for the Baptifis. 

taught by tlie parifli minifter ; and in the firiu 
periiiafion of thefe things they are ro/T/^rw^-r/ by the 
bilhop. For, immediately before he lays upon 
them his epifcopal hand, he recognizesp in a fol- 
emn addrefs to God, the great bleffings fuppofed 
to be conferred and received by them at the time 
of their baptifm. Thus he prays : ^ Almighty 
and ever living God, who haft vouchfafed to -re- 
GEMERATE THESE THY SERVANTS by Water and tllC ' 
Holy Ghoft, and haft given iinto them forgive- 
ness OF ALL their SINS.' — And, after iihpbfitioh 
of hands; ^We make our humble fupplications un- 
to thee [the divine Majefty] for thefe thy fervants, 
iipon whom (after the example of thy holy apoftles) 
we have now laid our hands, to certify them (by 
thisfign)oF THY favour and gracious goodness 
jowARDs them/ Once more; As the church 
of England fuggefts a painful doubts relating to the 
final happinefs of fuch infants as die without bap- 
tifm ; fo fhe abfoLfUly forbids her Burial Service to 
be read over any who die unbaptized ^ placing 
them, in thisrefpe(5l, on a level with thofe that die 
under a fentence of excommunication for the moft 

zandos, priufquain hoc (ignaculo obiigneDtur ; Chrifti tnem- 
hti, noD efle, ad ejus corpus et communioneni non pertinere, 
ied turn demum c poteftate diabqli Uberari, iaque Chriftx fa- 
.miliam tranfire. Mifcel. Sac- Tom. II. Excrcit. xix. $ 
21 — The latter thus :•— Neque fane dogma permtiofius, aiit 
■quod peccatorum animisprxrentiusvenenum proplnaret, fa- 
cile cxcogitarct ipfe mendaciorum pater. Dam etiiai miferi 
homines mortui peccatis fibi adblasdiuntur quo<l in baptifmo 
renati fuerint, atque ixi utramque aurem ouo^l donniant ; 
neceffitatem abfolutam et indifpeofabilcm fpirituabs totius 
hominis renovationis fufque deque habences,ftacumfuum rail- 
errimum agnofcere, et ad gratiumChriill vivificantem .confu- 
gere JiegUgunt at^ue ica pernitioiiinma fecuritate fopuii 
^rernuii) nercunt. Theo!o;!Oum. 1, Vi. c v p. 477i 47^. 
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» 

enormoas crimfss* or are guiltj effelo deje. For 
thus flie jnftfui^s her members^ and thiis flie di- 
retfls \ast mii^ufters : * It is oertatn by God's word, 
IJiat childreii yehich arje baptized^ dying before they 
comniit :|<6lual jin» ar^ undoubtedly faved — Here it 
is to be^oTEDy tliat the office enfuing p. e. the 
burial o£ce] is not to be u&d for any that 

die UNBAFTIZEDy Or $XC0MMyNIC4TB» or HAV]$ 
I.AID ytOI«£NT HANDS UPON THEMSELVES/f Nay^. 

£b confident is our National Church of thefe things 
being agreeable (o thie word of Gody that (he 
boldly pronounces the following fentence on all 
who dare tp call them in queftion : — -^ Whofoever 
(hall hereafter affimiy that die form of God's wor<- 
ihip contained in the boolt of Common Prayer, 
and adipiniftration of the facraments, containeth 
any thing in it that is repugnant to the ifcriptures, 
let him be expommunicatea iffofako^ and not re- 
ftored but by the bifhop of die place, or ^rchbi(h* 
^p, after his repentance and public revocation of 
fuch his wicke^ errors. 'f Thus our National 
Churc}i teacher, and thus her clergy profefs, mol^ 
iblemnly profefs to believe. Coniequently, were 
we really chargeable with reprefenti'ng baptifm as 
a fawns ordinance, our brethren of the Eftablifli* 

* Qrder lor Copfinnation, Rubric, at the coficlu|icm of the 
office for Public Baptifm of Infants, and Rubric prefixed to 
Order for Burial of the Dead. 

f Conftttutions an4 Canons, Ko. IV.-— While hearing the 
thunder of this Canon EcclefiaiUcal, I am reminded of that 
anathenuitizlng decree eftabliihed by the Council of Trent ; 
61 quls dlzerlt baptifiiium llberum efle, hoc eft non necelTa* 
<ium ad falutem, anathema fit SelT Vll. Can. V. That 
is, If any one fiiall aflert, that baptifm is free, or no/ meejfary 
t^/alvQtha, let him be accurfcd. 
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m^nt could BoCy confiftendy, lodge a complaiiit^ 
againfl us on that account. 

If we confult the writings of the moft eminent' 
preachers among the Methodifts, we fhall find, 
that their fentiiyients harmonize with the do6trine 
of the National Church, in regard to the efficacy 
and ahfolute nece^Iity of baptifm. The late pious- 
and extenfively ufeful Mr. George Whitefield thus 
expreiTes his views of the fubjed before us: — *Does 
not this verfe [John iii. 5.] urge the abfolute necef- 
Jity of water bapufm ? Tes^ when it may be had; 
but how God will deal with perfons unbaptized 
we cannot tell. What have we to do to judge 
thofe that are without.'* — ^Our miniftering breSi- 
ren of the rabemacle have fometimes taJken the 
liberty of making reflections upon us, as if our 
opinion relating to baptiim greatly intrenched on 
the offices and honour of Jeius Chrift. Had they 
met with language and fentiments like thefe in 
any of our publications, efpecially in thofe of the 
late Dr. Gill, they would, undoubtedly, have 
thought themfelves fully warranted in ufmg their 
utmoil efforts toexpofe die dangerous error, and to 
guard their hearers againft us, as making a/aviout 
of baptifm. But while y^M^ of diem, being Con* 
formifls, have folemnly profeiTed dieir cordial 
confent to the various articles contained in the 
book of Common Prayer and adminiftration of 
the facraments, and while they all unite in rever- 
ing the charafter of the late Mr. Whitefield, they 
could not tie either candid or confident in con* 
demning us, were we really chargeable with rep- 
refenting baptifm as neceflary to falvation. What, 

then, muft we think of their condu<5t, when there 

' ». • 

- ♦ Worki, Vol i\% p. 3^5, 356. 
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is no proof, nor the lead ftiadow of proof, that we 
have ever done any fuch thiag ?— -As I have a fin- 
cere and high regard for many who preach the gof^ 
pel and unite in public worfliip at the Tabernacle, 
and as it is my earned prayer that a divine blef- 
£ng may attend them ; fo it would give me real 
pleafute to find, tha^ they who fiU the pulpit in 
that place, are more cautious in cenfuring the 
'Baptids, and more confident with their loua pro* 
feffions of candour and a catholic fpirit; led, 
through a midake, they be dill culpable of bear- 
ing falfe witnefs againd their brethren* 

Mr. John Wefley, enumerating ^e benefits we 
receive by being baptized, fpeaks in the following 
language :— * By baptifin we enter into covenant 
ftvith Godf into that everlmfling covenant, which 
he hath commanded forever. By bapttfm we^re 
admitted into the church, and confequently made 
members of Chrid, its head. — ^By baptifni we, who 
were by nature children of wrath, are made the 
children of God. And this regeneration is more 
than barely being admitted into the church. — By 
watery xhetif as a. means, the water of baptifm, we 
are regenerated or horn again^ Baptifm doth now 
fa,ve us, if we live anfwerable thereto ; if we re- 
pent, believe, and obey the gofpel. Suppofing 
this, as it admits us into the church here^ io into glory 
hereafterm-^^li infants are guilty of original fin, in 
the ordinary way, they cannot be fanyed^ unlefs this 
be tifo/bed away by baptifm.*'^ So Mr. Wefley 
teaches / fo, fays a learned cardinal, the church has 
always believed i\ and the Council of Trent con- 

* Prefervativc, p. X46-7150. 

t Semper Ecclefia credidlt, infantes perlre,{i abfque Bap* 
tifmo de hac vita recedant. Bellarm. spud Ameiluin> fieli 
Encnrat, Tom, III, p. ' 67. 
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firms the whole. In the firtn perfuafioh of this 
dodlrine, Mi*. Wefley^is stlfo defirous oi/dtrmg^e 
memhers of his very numerous focieties. For 
thefe pofitions are contained in a book, profef- 
fedly intended to preferve the reader from unfet* 
tied notions in religion. Now, as I cannot fuppofe 
this author imagines, with' Dodwdl, that infants 
who die without baptifm, are not immortal ; I 
know not whether he choofes to lodge them in 
the Umbus puerorum of the Papifts 5* or whether^ 
with Auftin, he configfls them over to eternal 
damnation ; though the G^e or the other mud be 
the cafe. Fot, that millions die Without baptifm* 
is an undoubted fad ; and that God in favour of 
ftich, (hould be frequently departing from the ordi' 
nary method of his divine procedure, much ofiener 
departing from, than adling according to it, is 
hard to conceive 5 is a^jfolutely. incredible, as it 
involves a contradiftion. Yet, on Mn Wefley's 
principles, it muR be fo, if the generality of thofe 
that have died, fince bapti(m was indituted, be 
not excluded the kingdom of heaven. For he 
who confiders what multicudes of Jews and Hea- 
thens have peopled the earth, ever fince the Chril^ 
tian difpenfation commenced ; what an extenfive 
fpread Mahomet's impofture has had for mor** 
than eleven hundred years ; and what numbers 
of infants die without baptifm, even in Chriftian 
countries, cannot but conclude, even admitting 
Psdobaptifm to have been pra^ifed by the apoA 
tles, that a vaft majority of deceafed infants have 
left the world without being baptized.f Now who^ 

• ForbeTii Inftnia. Hift. Theolog. p. 493. 

f Mr. WcOcy, it is well known, is a very waim de&nder 
of ^coeral redemption. He mufi;, confe<iiient'y, believe, thatv 
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could fuppofe an author and a preacher, that aflerts 
the efficacy and exalts the importance of baptiffn 
at this extravsygant rate, fhould charge the Bap« 
ttfts with placing an unlawful dependence on that 
ordinance \ Yet, that he has frequently done fo, 
in his pulpit difcourfes^ if not in his numerous ' 
publications, is b^ond a doubt; is known to 
thoufands. Where, then, are his coniiilency, his 
.candour, his catholic fpirit ? 

Nor are we coniaous of attributing any degree 
of importance to ^Jiptifmy which our Paedobap- 
tiil DiHenting brethrea do not allow,>and for which 
they do not plead. Do we confider it as a divine 
appointment, as an inftitution of Chrift, the ad^ 
miniftration and ufe of which are tp continue to 
the end of the world ? So do they. Do they con- 
fider it as an ordinance which, when once rightly 
admlniftered to' a proper fubjed, is never to be re- 
peated ? So do we. Do we look upoli it as indif* 
penfably neceiTary to communion at the Lord's ta- 
ble? So do they. Do weadually refufe communion 
to fuch whom we confider as unbaptized I So do 
they. No man, I prefume. If confidered by them 
as not baptized, would be admitted to break bread 
at the Lord's table, in any of their churches \ 

thofe infants who die without baptifm, were as really re- 
deemed by the death of Chrift, as thofe that have the ordi- 
nance adminiftered to them. In regard, thereibre, to all that 
periih for want of baptiim, it ihould feem, on his principled, as 
if onr divine Lord were lefs careful to pro^de an admittiftra" 
Hr to confer an ordinance, than to ejfcr a, propitiatory facrifitc ; 
and more fparing of a little nvaiery than of his onon bl '.d t ev- 
en though he knew the latter would be of no avail, in rnilU 
ions of infiances, without the former. But whc ther fuch feo- 
tiinents be. agreeable to the fcriptvres, or honourable to our 
Lord's atonement, the reader will be at no lofs to deteroiine. 

B 
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however amiable his charader, or how much fo- 
ever they might efteem him in other refpedls. 

Nor is this a new opinion^ or a novel praftice : 
for fuch has been the fentiment and fuch the con- 
dud of the Chriftian church in every age. Before 
the grand Romiih apodafy, in the nyery depth of 
that apollafy, and fince the Reformation, both at 
home and abroad ; the general pradice has been,. 
to receive none but baptized perfons to commun- 
ion at the LoWs table. The following quota- 
tions from ancient arid mq|i^rn writers, relating 
to this point, may not B^ improper. Juftiii 
Martyr, for inftance, when fpeaking of the Lord's 
fupper, fays ; < This food is called by us, the £u- 
charift ; of which it is not lawful for any to par- 
take, but f#eh as believe the things that are taught 
by us to be true, and have been baptized.** — Jerom ; 
* Catechumens cannot communicate ;' i. e. at the- 
Lord's table, they being utibapti%ed.\ — Auftin, 
when afTerting the abfolute neceffity of infants re- 
ceiving the Lord's fupper, fays ; • Of which, cerr 
tainly, they cannot partake unlefs they he hip:!- 
%ed.*\ — Bede informs us, that three young princei 
among the eaftem Saxons, feeing a bifhop admin- 
ifter the facred fupper, defired to partake of it, as 
their deceafed and royal father had done. To 
whom the bilhop anfwered ; * If ye will be waflied, 
or baptized, in the falutary fountain, as your father 
was, ye may alfo partake of the Lord's fupper, 

*Apolog. II. p. i6». Apud Suicerum, Thcd Eccl^d. 
Tom. II. col. X135. 

f Catcchumeni — coaimunlcare non poifunt. In cap. VII. 
Epift. U ad Corinth. 

\ Quod nifi baptizati non utiqiie poflunt. Epifl, ad Boni- 
fadrnn, Epift. CVI. 
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as he did ": but if you defpife the former, ye cannot 
in any nvife receive the latter. They replied, We 
-will not enter into the fountain, or be baptized ; 
nor have we any need of it ; but yet we defire to 
%e refrellied with that bread.' After which the 
hi dorian tells us, that they importunately requeft- 
ing, and the bilhop refolutely refufing them ad- 
miffion to the holy table, they were {p exafperated, 
^s to banijh both him and his out of their kingdom.*^^ 
Theophyla<fl ; * No untaptized perfon ' partakes of 
the Lord's fupper.'f — Bonaventure; * Faith, in- 
deed, is jiecefTary to all the facraments, but efpe- 
fially to the reception of baptifm : becaufe baptifm 
is the Jirft among the facraments, aipd the door of 
the facraments.'f 

Quotations of this kind mi^t, no doul>t, be 
greatly multiplied : but that none were admitted 
to the facred fupper in the firft ages of the Chrif- 
tian church, before they were baptized, we are 

* Si vukis ablui ftmte illo (akitari, quo pater vefter, ab* 
4utU8 eft, potefUs etiampanis fan<Sti, [quem] participabat, efle 
participes. Sin autem lavacnun yitx contemnitis, nulhteiius 
valetift panent vitas participare. At illi n^lumus, iaquiunt, 
fontem incrare, qui nee illo opas nos habere noyimus, fed ta- 
men pane tUo rcfici volumns. Cumque diligenter ac faepd 
ab illo eftent admonici, nequaquam fieri pofle, ut abf^^e 
Purgatione facrofan<%a quisoblatiooi (^icrofandls commu* 
tiicet, ad ultimum furore co^moti aiebant ; Si ^oo vis aflej[^<^ 
tire nobis ^ tarn facili caufa quam petimus, non poteris jani 
ill noftra proviocia demorari. £c erpulerunt eum, ac defuo 
regno cum fuis abire juflerent. Hift. Ecclef. lib. II. cap. V^ 
p. 63. 

f OuTttf afietmsos fitraxufifioofa. Itr cap. XIV. Matt, p 83. 

\ Fidem quidem eile neceflariam omnibus (acramentis, fed 
fpecialiter appropriari baptifmo: quoniam baptifmus ejd 
primuni inter facrainenta et janua facramentorum4 Apud 
Vorbcfiun, loftnid. Hiftoric. 1 heolog lib. X cap. IV. $ ^* 
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aflbred by various learned writerSf well verfed in 
ecclefiaftical antiquity. Forinftance; Frid. Span-' 
heimius afierts^ *Tfaat none but baptized peifons were 
admitted to the Lord's table.** Lord Chancellor 
King ; < Baptifm was always precedent to thfi Lord's 
fupper ; and «ofi^ were admitted to receive the eu« 
^harift, till they were baptized. This is fo ob« 
vious to every m^, that it needs no proof/f — 
pr. Wall ; < Na church ever gave the communion 
to any perfons before they were baptized— -u^iww^fl// 
the abfurditles that ever were held^ none ever main- 
tained that^ tliat atiy p^rfon ftould partake of the 
ipommunion before he was bapti?:ed.'^ — Pr. Dod- 
dridge ; ^ It i« certain that Chridians in general 
have always been fpo]f:en of, by the moft ancient 
fiithers^ ^ baptized perfons :->^nd it is aUb cer- 
tain» th^t as far as our knowledge of primitive 
antiquity re^ches^ lio unbapti^dp^fQnV^^^^^i^^ 
jUord's fupper.*} 

That the Prote^ant churches in general have 
always agr/eed in th^ fame fentiment ^nd condud* 
is equally evident. Out o^ many eniinent writers 
chat might be mentioned, the following quotations 
may fuffice. Urfinus, for inftance, afferts; ♦ That 
they who are not yet baptized, /iWn/ not be admitted 
to thf /acred fypper.*\\'^^^^.^YenellmSf when fpeaking 
of the Lord's fupper, fays ; * Baptifm ought to pre* 
cede 5 nor is the holy fupper to be adminiftered to 

* Subjcdl» ad euciiarifti^m adnii^;^, Toli baptiz^ti. Hift. 
pbriftian. col. 6»3. 
f Enquiry, Part II. p. 44. 
I Hid. Infant Bap. iVt U. chap. it. 
§ Ledtire^ p. 511. 

I Nondnm baptizati, a4 Coeoam noa funt jtdmittendi. 
Corp. Do^. Clu-i^b p. s^^» 
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any, except they he baptixed,** — Zanchius ; * We 
believe that Baptifm, as a facratnent appointed by 
Chrift, is abfolutely necejfary in the church, 'f— 
Hoornbeekius ; ' No one is admitted to the facred 
fupper, unlefs he u baptized.'^ — Turrettinus ; * It 
is one thing to have a right to thofe external ordi* 
nances of the church, which belong to a profeflion; 
and it is another to be interefted in the internal 
bleffings of faith. Uubaptized believers have acr 
tually a right to the/e, becaufe they are already 
partakers of Chrift and hij benefits ; though they 
bave not yet a right to thofe, except in obfervin^ 
the appointed order, by baptlfm.* § Maftricht ; 
^ As no nncircumcifed male was admittetd to the 
typical fupper, that is, the patfover 5 fo under tlie * 
New-Teftamentj no «»^/i//iz^^perfon is adnciitted to 
the Lord's table. j| — Ley decker ; Baptifm is necei^ 
iary, not only in a way of expediency, but by virtue 
vof a divine precept. They therefore who 1 ejedl it, 

* Baptifmus debet pr^cedere ; coena vera oounifi bapti- 
zatis eft danda. Bibliotheca Sacra, Tom. I. p. 301. 

f Credimus baptifmum ki ecdefia omnino necdrai-Iuagi 
ciTe tanqnam faciameAtum a Chrifto inftitutuni. Opeca« 
Tom. VIII. col. 5 1 6. 

\ Nemo ad codnam admtttitur, tiifi baptizatus. Sbcln* 
Confui. Tom. III. p. 416. 

5 Aliud jus habere ad facra ecc>efi2, quae ad profcfllonem 
rcferuntur : Aliud ad interna fidei. Catechumeni credentes 
;a6lu jus habent ad ifta, quia jam participes funt Chrifti ec 
benefiLiorum ejus; licet nondum haba:nc }us ad Ilia, nill or* 
dine fcrvato et poiito baptifmo. loftitut Theolog. Tom. lU* 
JLoc, XVIIl. Quaft. IV. § 10. 

y Ad cGEuam typlcam^ h. e. ad pafcha, non admittebatur 
uUus — fraputiatui, £xod xii. 40. ftcut fub N. T. non a<knit- 
tlxtur $ion baptizc.tui^ Ad. ii. 41, 4a. Theolog, lib. VIL cap. 

V. § 29. 

B2 ^ 
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rwS the counfel of God againfl themfelves^^i — Ben£* 
4ift, Pidletus ; « The fupper of our Lord ought 
not to be adminidered to perfons that are unhap* 
tized : for before baj>tifxn, men are not confiderei 
as members of the vifible church. 'f — ^Marckius ; 
« The dyingt and the unbaptized^ are not to be ad- 
piitted to communion.':}: — ^Dr. Manton ; Inforo 
ecclefiay before the church, none but baptized perfons 
have a right to the Lord's table. 'f — Mr. Baxter ; 
• If any ihould be fo Impudent as to fayi it is not 
the meaning of Chrift, that baptizing (hould mme» 
diatelyt without delay, follow difcipUngy they are con- 
futed by the conflant example of fcripture. ^o 
that I dare fay, that this will be out of doubt with 
^U rational^ confideratej iw/jr/iii/ Chriftians.'|| — Once 
more : Dr. Doddridge thus exprefles his views* 
pf the fubjcifl. *The lawofChrift requires that 
fill who believe the gofpel Ihould be baptized — For 
any to abftain from baptifm, when he knows it is 
an inftitution of Chrid, and that it is the will of 
Chrift that he fliould fubje<n: himfelf to it, is fuch 
an adl of difobedience to his authority, as is incoo' 
fifient with true falih-^Hovr excellent foever any 
' man's charaftet is, he muft be baptized before he 

* Baptifmus neceflarlus eft necefiitate prxcq>ti, non folom 
expediently. Quare, qui eutn rejiciunt, concilium Dei ad* 
yerfus fe ipfos rejiciunt. Idea Theolog. p. laj. 

•f'Nou debet adminiftn^ri coena — non baptizatis; nam 
^nte baptifmtim non cenfentur homines elTe in ecclelia. The- 
olog. Chriftiaua, p. 959, 960. 

\ Ad communionem banc admittendi funt, non— .expiran- 
tes, aut non bapttzati. Chrift. Theolog. Mcdutla, p. ^o6. 

ll Sopp^em. Morn. Exercif. p< 199. 
II Plain Scripture Proof, p. 126. 
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ciin be looked upon as completely 9 member of 
the church of CbrifU'* 

Perfe^ly conformable to thefe teAimonies« ar|^ 
tl'^e Catechtfms and Confeffions of faiths tliat have 
been publiihed at any time, or by any denomina^ 
tion of Chri(lian$ : for if the pofitive inftitutions 
of Cbrift he not entirely ocnitted» baptifm is not only 
always mS||^ned firft, but generally mentioned 
in fuch a way» as intimates that it is z prerequ'tfite to 
the Lord's table. And fo, even in our common 
forms of fpeaking, if we have occafion to mention 
bbth thofe folemn appointments of our Lord> bap- 
tifm ftill has the priority. Thus generallyt thus 
^niverfallyy is it allowed, that baptifm is neceffary 
to communion at the Lord's table.— Nay, many 
of our Proteftant Diflenting brethren confider the 
ordinance in a more important light than we. 
For they frequently reprefent it, as 41 fecU of the. 
covenant of grace ; as a mean of bringing their infant 
offifring into covenant with God ; and fome of them 
feverety cenfure us, for leaving our children to the 
uncovenanted mercies of the Mo ft High, merely be- 
caufe we do not baptize them. Expreffions j|^id 
ientiments thefe, which we neither adopt nor ap- 
prove ; becaufe theyylp^wi to attribute mort to the 
ordinance, than the facred icriptures, in our opin- 
ion, will warrant. 

It appears, then, to be a fa^, a flubborn, incon* 
tellable fa<5t, that our judgment and conduct, re- 
lating tp the nece^dty of baptifm in order to commu* 
nion, perfectly coincide with the fentiments and 
practice of cur National Church, and with all Pzdo- 
baptift churches in thefe kingdoms. Nor have I 

* Le<aures, p. 508, 511. X>i£E<Hxrfes on Regeiu l*0ft- 
Itript to Prcf, p, 17., 13. 
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heard 6f any fuch church now upon eartli, wkli 
which we do not, in this refpeft, agree : for none, 
of whom I have any intelligence, be their fen- 
timents or modes of worlhip whatever they may, 
in regard to other things, admit any to the facred 
iupper, who have not, in their opinion, been bap- 
tized. — And, on the other hand, wheag^ie impor'^ 
tance of baptifm comes under confider^HWi between 
us and them, it is manifeft, that both Conform i ft 
and NoncoriformiftPaedobj^ptifts in general, afcribs 
more to it than we, and place a greater dependence 
upon it. Confequently, neither candour, nor rea- 
ibn, nor juftice will admit that we fliould be charg- 
ed, as we*have frequently been, with laying an 
unwarrantable ftrefs upon it. 

The point controverted between us and our Px- 
dohaptill brethren is not, Whether unbapt't%ed believ-r 
ers may, according to the laws of Chrift, be ad- 
mitted to communion ; for here we have no dif^ 
pute ; but, IV/jat is baptifm, and who are the jirop- 
er fubjedls of it ? In the difciiflion of thefe qiieftioiis 
there is, indeed, a wide and a very material differ- 
en<fe ; but in regard to the forpier we aie entirely 
agreed. — Why, then, do our brethren cenfure us as 
uneharltably rigtdy and incorrigible bigots ? The prin- 
cipal reafon feems to be this: They, ingeneral, ad- 
mit, that immerfwn in the iiame of the triUne God, 
on a profefTion of faith in Jefus Chrift^ is baptifm^ 
real baptifm ; while our fixed and avowed perfua- 
fion will not permit us to allow, that infant Jprink'^ 
Itng^^ though performed with the greateft folem- 

* The reader is defired to obfervc, that when I make ufe of 
the phrafe infant ffnrinUingf OX an^ expreOion of a fimiUr im- 
part, it is merely by wiy oidifinfiitn ; without annexing any 
Secondary, or obno)cious idcft to it. 
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4iit7i is worthy of the name. Confeqaentljt though 
they, confidently with their own principles, may 
receive ux to communion among them, yet we can- 
not admit th&n to fellowihip with us at the Lord^s 
table, without contradicting our profeifed fenti- 
ments. For it appears to us, on the moll delibe- 
rate iaquiry, that immerfion is not a mere circum^ 
Jtance^ or a mode of baptifm, but e/feutial to the or- 
dinance : fo that, iti our judgment, he who is not 
immerfedj is not baptized; This is the principle 
on which we proceed, in refuting communion to 
pur P^dobaptijl. brethren, whom, in other refpeds» 
we highly efteem, and towards whom we think it 
,our duty to cultivate the mod cordial affedion.— 
Nor can we fuppofe but they would aft a fimilar 
part, were they in our fituation* Were they fully 
perfuadedy -for inftaoce» that the great Head of the 
church had not commaivded, nor any way autho- 
jri^ed) bis miniftering fervants to require a pro- 
feflion of ffaith prkr to baptifm \ and were they 
anally certain that the ordinance never was ad- 
miniAered by the apoftles to any but in/ants, nor 
in any other way than th^t of ajper/ion, or pouring j 
would they not loofc upon the immerfion of profej* 
JingheJievers as a quite different thing ^om baptifm ? 
And, were tjhis the cafe, would they not confider 
us as unbaptized, and refufe to have communioa 
with us on that aco^unt i I am perfuaded they 
would, notwitliflanding their afife^ion for any of 
JUS, as believers in Jefus Chrift. Confequently, if 
we be really ,c\ilpable in the eyes of our brethren^ 
it is for denying the validity of infant baptifm ; not 
liecaufe we rejiije communion to PacdobaptiftS'— ^ 
an error in our ^udgmqstj wbicli mi^eads the ^o^ 
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fcience j not for perverfeneft o£ temper ^ or a want 
of /ow to the difciples of Chrift. 

Nor was the Lord's fupper appointed to be a /^ 
of brotherly loyeamong the people of God; though 
feveral objediions that are made againil us feem to 
proceed on that fuppofition. It muft, indeed, be 
allowed, that as it is a facred fea(l and an ordinance 
of divine worfhip, mutual Chriftian afFciflion araon^ 
communicants at the fame table, is very becoming 
and highly neceffary, and io it is in all other branch- 
es of focial religion. But that fitting down at the 
holy fupper fhould be confidered as the criterion of 
my love to individuals, or to any Chriftian com- 
munity, does not appear from the word of God. 
No, the fupper pf our Lord was defigned for other 
and greater purpofes. It was intended to tpach 
and exhibit the moft interefting of all truths, and 
the moft wonderful qf all tranfa^ions. The de- 
fign of the Great inftitutor was, that it fhould be 
a memorial of God's love to us^ and of /mmanuePs 
death for us : thai^ the ynoft aftoniftiing favour ever 
difplayed ; this, the moft ftupendous Ifadl that an- 
gels ever beheld. Yes, the toye of God, in giving 
pis dear, his only Son ; and the death of Chrift, 
as our divjne fubftitute and propitiatory facrifice, 
are the grand objeds we are called to contemplate 
jat the Lord's table. As to a proof, a fubjian^ 
tial proof of OUT love to the childien of God, it is 
not given at fo cheap and eafy a rate, as that of 
fitting down with them, either occafionally or fta- 
tedly, at the holy table. Numbers do th^t, who 
aie very far from loving the difciples of Chrift, 
for the truth's fake. To give real evidence of 
that heavenly afFedtion, there muft be the exercife 
pf fuch tempers, and the performance of fuch ac- 



tionsy as require much felf-denial ; and without 
whichj were we to commune with them ever fo 
often, or talk ever fo loudly of candour and a cath- 
olic fpirit, — we fhould, after all, be deftitute of 
that charity f without which we are *' nothing,*' 
The reader, therefore, will do well to remember, 
that the true tejl of his love to the difciples of 
Chriff, is not a fubmiflion to any particular ordi- 
nance of public worfhip; forthat is rather an evi« 
dence of his love to God and reverence for his au- 
thority; but fympathizing with them in their afflic- 
tions ; feeding the huhgry, clothing the naked, 
and taking pleajTure in doing them good, whatever 
their heceffities may be. For this I have the au-' 
thority of our final Judge, who will fay to his peo- 
ple ; " Come, ye bleffed of my Father, for" — 
what ? Ye have manifefted your love to the faints 
and your faith in me, by holding free communion 
at my table with believers of all denominations ? 
No fuch thing. " But, I was an hungered, and 
ye gave me meat ; I was thirfty, and ye gave me 
drink ; I was a ftranger, and ye took me in; naked, 
and ye clothed me ; 1 was fick, and ye vijtted me ; 
I was in prifon, and ya came unto me,'** 

Our opponents often infmuate, that we are 
more zealous to eftablifh a favourite mode, and 
make* profelytes \o our own opinion and party, 
than to promotfe the honour of Jefus Chrift and 
the happinefs of immortal fouls. Were this the 
caie, we (hould, indeed, be much to blame, and 
greatly difgrace our Chriftian chara<5ler, * But 
why are the Baptifts to be thus reprefented i Do 
they affirm that the kingdom of Chrift is con- 
fined to them ? that they only have the true re- 

• Matt. XXV. 34 — 40. Luke iiiir *5>*6, 47. 
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ligion among them ? and that, unlefs Tn^n are of \ 
their party, they will not be faved I . Do they 
■Wffti fucceffr to none that are employed in the 
vineyard, but themfelves ? or fay of others, en- 
gaged in the fame common eauie, Mafter, for- 
bid them, becaufe they follow not with us ? Ou 
the contrary, do they not profefs a warm es- 
teem and affedion for all thofe^ of whatever 
communion, who love the Lord Jefus Chrift, and 
aim to promote his caufe in the world I and do 
they not give proof of this, by holding a friendly 
correfpondence with them as opportunities ofFer ; 
and by cordially joining them in occafional exer- 
ctfes of public worihip ? It is not the didinguilhtng* 
tenet of Baptifm, how muchjb ever they wifli it 
to prevail, that is the main Ixmd that knits thetn 
m aifedlion to one another : it is the infinitely 
nobler confideration of the relation they ft^nd vx 
to Chrift as his dtfciples. They hope, therefore, 
to be believed when they declare, tiiat they molt 
cordially embrace in the arms of ChrilHan love 
the friends of Jefus, who differ from them in thit 
point ; and to be further believed when they add* 
that they hold the temper and condu^ of the 
furious zealot for Baptifm, who fails in his allegi* 
ance to Chrift, and in the charity he owes his &- 
low Chriftians, in fovereign contempt.** 

Nor are they who plead for infant baptifm the 
only perfons^under wbofe cenfure the generality of 
us have the unhappinefs to fall* So very peculiar 
is our (ituatton, that fomc evea of our Baptill 
brethren, charge us with being toojlrttt and rigid^ 
becaufe we do not receive Psdobaptids into com- 

• Dr. Stennctt's Anfwcr ta Mr, Addiiigton, P4rt 11. p> 



Apology for the Bapti/is. 25 

munion ; a pradlice which they have adopted 
and warmly defend. Nay, fome of them ha^e 
boldly declared, that our condudt by rcfufingJo 
to do, is ^greatly prejudicial to the honour and in- 
tereft of true religion, and not a little contributing 
to the caufe of infidelity .^^ This, it muft be allow- 
ed, is a home\thruJl» We have need, confequently, 
fo be provided witli armour of proof ; with 
Rohur et JEs triplex. Efpectally, confklering, that 
this charge is laid againft us, by two of our 
brethren, under thofe refpe^able charafters. The 
Candid and The Peaceful, For when fuch amia« 
ble and venerable peribnages as Candour and 
Peaccy unite in preferring a bill of indictment 
againft a fuppofed offender, the grand jury can 
hardly forbear prejudging the caufe, by finding it 
a true Billf before they have examined fo much as 
one witnefs on either fidte. — Mr. Bunyan alfo,. 
who zealoufly pleaded the caufe of free com- 
munion, when it was yet in its infancy, and who 
entitled one of his publications in defence of his 
favourite hypothcfis, Peaceahle principles and true : 
did not fail to charge his Baptifl brethren, who 
differed from him in that particular, m a fimilar 
way. Yes, notwithftanding Mr. Bunyan's candid, 
catholic, peaceable principles ; and though he was* 
at that very time, pleading for candour, catholi- 
cifm, and peace, in the churches of Chrill j. he 
draws up a long lift of hateful confequences, and 
c}>arges them to the account of his brethren's 
condu<5l, merely becaufe they did not admit Psedo- 
baptifts into communion with them^ Tne defign 
of the following pages, therefore, is to ftiew, That 

♦ Candidas and Pswificus, in their Modcft Pica for Free 
CommuniiMi. 

C 
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we cannot receive Pxdobaptifts into communion 
at the Lord's table, without doing violence to 
our profeifed fentiments, as Baptifis ; and to an- 
fwer the principal objections which thefe our breth- 
ren have darted againft us. In doing of which, 
I (hall argue with them on their own principles^ as 
Proteftant Diflenters and Antipaedobaptifts ; which 
kind of argumentation is always efteemed both 
fair and forcible, when rightly applied. 

My reader will not here exped a difcuffion of 
the mode and fubjedl of Baptifm ; for it is not 
that ordinance confidered in itfelf, or as detach- 
ed from other appointments of Jefus Chrift ; but 
the order in which it is placed^ and the connexion 
in which it (lands with tlie Lord's fupper, that 
are tlije fubje<Jl of our inquiry* Nor will my 
Fxdobaptid brethren be offended, if I aifume, as 
truths and fafts, things which are controverted 
between them and us : becaufe I do not here dif- 
])ute with themy but with fuch as profefs them- 
felves Baptifts, yet pradlife free communion. 
And tliough I look upon the former as under a 
miftake, in regard to baptifm ; I confider them as 
a<fiing, not only confcientioufly, hut confijiently with 
their own principles, in refpedl to that ordinance : 
while I view the condu«5l of the lattery not only as 
contrary to the order of the primitive Chrillian 
churches, but as inconjijlent with their own avowed 
fentiments ; which diforder and inconfiftency I 
Ihall now endeavour \o prove. 
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SECTION II. 

l^hf general grounds on which we proceed^ in refitfing 
Communion at the hordes Tahlcy to P^tdohaptljl bt' 
itevers — Novelty of the Sentiment and PraStce of 
our Brethren^ who plead for Free Communion : 
and the JncqnftfUncy of fuch a Condu^ ^Ith their 
Baptlft Principles i * 

THE foUoyring politions are fo evidently 
true, and fo generally admitted by Proteft- 
'<^t DifTenters, Uiat they will nqt be difputed by 
thofe of ^ our brethren who ple£i!3 for free com- 
miinion. 

Our divine Lord, in whom are hid all the treaf^ 
ures of wifdom and knowledge, is perfedjtly well 
quali&ed to judge, what ordinances arp proper 
to be appointedy and what ineafures are necefTary 
to be pi^rfued, in order to pbtain the griE^at defign 
of religion among mankind.-^Being head over all 
things to the church, he poflefles the higheft ai^- 
^hority to appoint fuch ordin^ces of divine wor* 
fhip, ai>4 to enaQ fuch laws for the government 
of his houfe, as are agreeable to his unerring 
-wnfdomy and calculated to promote the impor- 
tant obje^s he has in view ; which appointmefits 
and laws mufl: bind the fubjeds of his govern- 
ment in the ilridteft n^anner— Haying, loved the 
church to the mo{| aftonifbing degree, even fp 
as to give himfelf a ranfom for her ; he mud be 
confidered, as having made the yrifeft and the bed 
appointments, as having giveh the moft falutary 
and perfedl laws, with a view to promote her 
happinefs, and as means of his own glory, — ^Thefe 
laws and ordinances are committed to writing 
and contained in the Bible ; which heavenly vol- 
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ume is the rule of our faith and pradice, in thing* 
pertaining to religion; our complete and only 
rule> in all things relating to the inftituted wor- 
fhip of God and the order of his houfe. So that 
we Ihould not receive any thing, as an article of 
our creed, which is not contained In it : do noth- 
ing as a part of diyine worlhip^ not commanded 
by it ; :neither omit^ nor alter any thing that has 
the fandlion of our l^ord's appointment. — Nor 
Jiave we any reafon to expe^Sl, tliat our divine law- 
giver arid fovereign Judge will accept our folemo 
Services, any further than we foliow thofe direc- 
tions which he ^as giyeiji, witl^out adcHtion, al- 
teration, or diminution. " What thing foever J 
command you, obferve to do it : thou fhalt not 
add thereto, nor dimiriifh from it;" were the in- 
jundions of Jehovah to the ancient Ifraeliti^i 
church. « Teaching them to obferve all things^ 
whatfoever I have commanded you ;'* is the r^- 
.quifition of Jefus thrift to all his mi^iiiering 
fervants.* 

In the worfhip of God there cannot be either 
robedience or faith, unlefs we regard the divine 
appointments. Not ohedienee ; for that fuppofes 
a precept, or what is equivalent to it. Not faith g 
»for tljat requires a proraife, or fome divine declar 
ration. If, then, we aft without a command, we 
have reafon to apprehend that God will fay to 
us, as he did to Ifrael of old, " Who hath re- 
,quired this at your hand V* And, on the con- 
trary, when bur divine Sovereign enjoins the per- 
jformance of any duty, to deliberate is difloyalty 5 
to difpute is rebellion.— ** Believers, who really 

* Deut. xii. s%. Matt, xxviii* 20. — Smith's Compendious 
Account of the Form 9,n4 Order of the Church, p. 15, x6« 
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attend to communion with Jefus Chrift» fays a ju- 
dicious author>do labpuf* to keep their hearts chade 
to him in his ordinances, iniiitutions, and wor- 
fliip. They will receive pothing, praftife nothing, 
own nothing in his worfliip, but what is of his ap- 
pointm.ent. They know that from the foundation 
of the world he never did allow, nor ever will, that 
in any thing the w/7/ of the creature (hould be thg 
meafure of his honour, or the principle of his worfhip, 
either as to matter or manner. It was a witty and 
true fenfe that one gave of the fecond commandr 
ment ; Non imagOy uonjimulachrum prohibetur; fed, non 
fades tibi. It is a making to ourfehes, an inventing, a 
finding out ways of worlhip or means of honour- 
ing Gpd, not by him appointed, that is fo feyerely 
forbidden.**—* To ferve God otlierwife than hb 
requireth,* fays another learned writer, * is not to 
'worjhip^ but to rob and mock him. In God's fer- 
vice, it is a greater fin to do that which we are 
not to do, than not to do that which we are 
commanded. This is but a fm of pmiffion.; but 
that a fm of facrilege and high contempt. In this 
we charge the law only with difficulty ; but in that 
with folly. In this we difcover our weaknefs to 
do the will, but in that we' declare our impu- 
dence and arrogancy to control the wifdom of 
God. In this we acknowledge our own infuf- 
ficiency ; in that we deny the all-lufficiency and 
plenitude of God's own law.— We fee the ab- 
surdity arid ivickednefs of will-wor(hip, when the 
fame man wno is to perform the obedience, fhall 
dare to appoint the laws ; implying a peremptory 
purpofe of no further obfervance than may confift 
with the allowance of his own judgment Where- 

* Dr. Owen qd Communion with God, p. i;o. 

C ? / 
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^s true obedience muft be grounded on the majefiy 
of that power that commands ; not on the ju^g" 
tncnt of the fubjt<5i:, or benefit of the precept im- 
pofed. Divine laws require obedience, not fd 
much from the quality of the things commanded 
(though they be ever fo holy and.good) as froni 
:the authority of him that inftitutes them.** 

That the gofpel fiiould be preached to all nations 
for the obedience of failh ; and that, under certain 
reftri(flions, they who receive the truth, {hbuld be 
formed into a church ftate, few can doubt ; and it 
is equally clear from the foregoing pofitions, that 
it belongs to the fupreme, royal prerogative of Jefus 
Chrift, to appoint the terms and conditions on 
which his people fhall have a place in his houfe and 
a feat at his table. For we cannot fuppofe, witK 
any appearance of reafon, that thefe conditions are 
arbitrary; or fuch as every diftindl community 
may think fit to impofe. No; a'gofpel church 
.has no more power to ^n the terms of commu« 
jiion^ or to fet aftde thofe prefcribed by Jefus 
Chrift, than to make a rule of faith, or to fettle 
ordinances of divine worffiip. This is one char- 
aderidic of a churchy as diftinguifhed from a civil 
fociety ; the terms of admiffion into the latter aref 
difcretional ; provided they do not interfere with 
any divine law • but thofe of the former are fixed 
by him who is King in Zion. No congregation 
of religious profeffors, therefore, has any audiority 
to make the door of admiffion into their commu- 
nion, either ftraiter, or wider, than Chrift himfelf 
has made it.f — * The original form of this houfe, 
X}, e. the church of ChriftJ was not precarious and' 

* Bp. Reynold's Works,. p. 163,422. 

t Dr. Ridglcy*8 Body of Divinity, p. 343, Glafsow cdi.. 
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uncertain ; to be altered, and changed, and brofce 
in upon by man, or by any fet of men at pleafurc. 
This would refledt on the wifdom and care, as 
.well as on the fteadinefs of Chrift ; who is in his 
liouie, as well as in the higheft heavens, the fteady 
and the faithful Jefus ; the fame yefterday, to-day, 
and forever, arid not in the lead given to change : 
ubut its form is fixed, particularly in the New TeC- 
..tament. Had not Mofes, nor any of tlie elders 
of Ifrael, fomuch power over the tabernacle as • 
to alter or change a pin thereof? and Mgith what 
face can man pretend to a power to model and 
alter at pleafiire gofpcV churches ? As if Chrift, 
the true Mofes, had forgot^ or negleded, to leave 
with us the pattern «f the houfe.'* 

Baptifm afnd the X.ord's fupper are pofitive ap- 
pointments in the ChriHian church, about which 
we cannot kno^v any thing, relating to their mode 
of adrhiniilration, fubjo<5t or dsjign, except from 
the revealed will of their great Jnftitutor. For, 
as a learned writer pbfervcs, * All prftt'voe duties, 
or duties made fuch by inftitution alone, depend 
entirely ;upon the will and declaration o£the per- 
fon, who' inftitutes and ordains them, with refpeft 
to the real deftgn and end of them ; and confe- 
quently, to the due manner of performing them.' 
It behoves us, therefore, well to confider the rule 
which our Lord has given relating to tLefe ordi- 
nances. ^ Becaufe we can have no other diredion in 
this fort of 4uties ; unlefs we will have recourfe to 
mere invention, which makes them our own hifiU 
tutionsy and not the liiftitutions of thofe who firll ap? 
pointed them.'f 

* Mr. Bragge, on Church DifcipHne, p* g, 
f Bp. Hdadley's Plain Account, p. 3. 
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Th^t there is a connexion between the two poi- 
itive iuftitutions of the New Teftaroent* is mani- 
feft from the word of God ; and that one of them 
nsuft be prior to the other, in order of adminiftra- 
tion, is evident from the nature of thinjgs : for a 
perfon cannot be baptized and receive the facred 
fupper at the fame inftant. Here, then, the quef- 
tion is, (if any doubt may be moved on a point fo 
cvidjgnt, without afironting common fenfe) which 
<i£ ^m has the previous claim on a real con- 
•Vert's obedience ? JBapii/mf or the LonPs Supper ? 
If wc appeal to the perfuafion and practice of 
Chriftians in all nations and in every age, it will 
clearly appear, that ijfie former was univerfally con- 
fidered, by thp churches of Chrift,* as a divinely 
appointed prerequilite for fellowfhip in the iatier^ till 
about the middle of the Lift century, here in Eng- 
land ; when forae few of the Baptiils began to call 
it in queftion, and piadically to deny it. This our 
brethren now do, who defend and pradlife free 
communion. For they admit Papdobaptifts to the 

* Th^t there Wfcre people of diifcrent denominationt in 
the fecond and third centuries, who pretended a regard to 
the name of Jefus Chrift, and yet rejeAcd baptifm, is readily 
aHaw-ed ; hut then, it may he ohferved, that many of them 
bad as little efieem for the Lord's fupper. Nay, as a learn- 
ed writer aiierts, the generality of them renounced the fcrip- 
tures themfclves. Nor am I iguorant that Socinus, in the lac- 
tet end of the iixteenth century, confidered baptifm as an in- 
different thing, except in reference to fuch as arc converted 
from Judaifm, Paganifm,or Mahometanifm ; but our bret^- 
ren with whom 1 am now concerned will hardly allow, that 
focietiet formed on the principles of thofs ancient corrupters 
of Chriftianity, nor yet on thofc of Socinus, arc worthy to be 
czWcdt Cbufcbu of Chrift* Via. Suieeruro, 'J'hefaur. Ecclef. 
fub voce BaxTur^ci, ; and Dr. Wall's Hift. Inf. Bap,. Part IT 
Chap.V. 
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X'Ord's table ; though, on their own principleSi iu- 

i'ant fprinkling is notbaptifiQ. 

This appears from hence. That only is bap* 

^tifm which Chrift appointed as fiich. That, there- 

ibre, which eflentially differs from what he ap- 
pointed, cannot be baptifm. But they believe, as 
well as we, that psedobaptifm, as nowpradlifed, 
eiTentially differs from the appointment. q£ Chrift^ 
both as to mode and fubje^l : yet a mode of ad- 
mrnillration, and a fubjefl to whom it Oipuld be 
adminidered, are neceifary to the exiftence of bap- 
tifm, as an ordinance of Chrift ; for without thefe 
it is only an abftra^ notion. If, then, the proper 
iubjed be zprafcfftng believer^ and the appointed 
mode immerjion in water, which they maintain as 
well as we ; -it is not real baptifm where thefe are 
■wanting. Agreeable to that faying of an ancient 
writer : * They who are not rightly baptized, are, 
4oubtlefs, not baptized at all.'* But that our 
:brethren do not confider infant fprinkling as hav- 
ing the e/Tentials of Chriftian baptifm in it, is put 
=beyohd a doubt by their own conduA. For they 
no more fcruple to baptize profeffing believers, 
vwho have been fprinkled in their infancy, than we 
do : and yet, I prefunie, they are not very fond 
of being confidered, or eddied, /tnabapttfts} which, 
jiotwithftanding, is their proper character, if they 
allow that -the afperdon of infants has the eifentials 
of, baptifm in it. 

This, then, is a fad:, ^ notorious, undeniable fa^ 
>that our brethren practically deny the neceffity of 
baptifm in order to comn[i\inion at the facred (up- 
per : for they do not, thcfy cannot believe the af- 

* Baptifmum quuiA rite non h%beant, fiiie dubio nou l^- 
\b^«t. Teituil die B^ptifinp, cap. zv p. ajo. 
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perfion of iiifants to be Chriftian baptifm, without 
rendering themfelves obnoxious to the charge of 
^nahapttfnu A ientiment fo peculiar, and a con- 
duA fo uncommon as their's are, ip regard to thix 
inftitutton, require to be well fupported by the tef- 
timony of the Holy Ghoft, * For were all the 
Chridian churches now in the world afked, except 
thofe few that plead for free communion, whe- 
ther they thought it lawful to admit unbaptized 
believers to fellowihip at the Lord's table ; there 
,Ms reafon to conclude they 'would readily unite in 
that declaration of Paul ; " We have nofuch cuftontf 
neliher the churches of G^d** that were before us. 
Yes, confidering the noijchy of their fentiment and 
condudl, and what a coniradiBion they are to the 
f;lith and order of the whole Chridtan church ; — 
confidering that it never was difpute4» fo far as I 
can learn, prior to the (ixteenth century, by or- 
thodox or heterodox, by Papifts or Proteflants, 
whether unhapti%ed believers fliould be admitted to 
the Lord's table ; they all agreeing in the contra- 
ry pra^ice,' however much they differed in mat- 
ters of equal importance ; it may be reafonably 
cxpedted, and is by us juftly demanded, that the 
truth of their fentiment, and the rectitude of their 
• condu^l, fliould be proved^ really proved from the 
■ records of infpiration. A man may eafily fhew 
his fondnefs for novelty, and the deference he pays 
to his own underftanding, by boldly controverting 
the opinions, and refolutely oppofmg the practice, 
of the wifeft and the beft of men in every age ; but, 
if be would avoid the imputation of arrogance, he 
mufl dem'onftrate, that the things he oppofes are 
vulgar errortf which have Qothing to recommend 
them but |;re?it antiquity and general cuftom. 
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Our perfuafion, therefore, concerning the necef- 
Hty of baptifm as a term of communion, having 
had the fan(5lion of univerfal beh'ef and univerfal 
practice for almoft fixteen hundred years, it lies 
on our brethren to prove that it is falfe and un- 
fcriptural ; and to fhew, from the New Teftament, 
that their's has the ftamp of divine authority. 

But is it not (Irange, flrange to ailonifhment, if 
the fcriptures contain their fentiment, and vindi- 
cate their conduift, that it never was difcovered by 
any who acknowledge the proper Deity, the eter- 
nal dominion, and the complete fatisfadion of Je« 
fus Chrift, till the latter end of the lall century ? 
feeing, long before then, almoft every principle of 
the Chi iftian faith, almoft every branch of Chrii- 
tian worlhip, had been the fubjcift, either of learn- 
td, or unlearned controverfy, among ifuch a$ 
thought themfelves the difciples of Jefus Chrift. 
The Quakers arofe, it is well known, about tlie 
time when this new fentiment was tird adopted in 
England ; and they entirely renounced baptifm, 
:is well as the Lord's fupper. But, fo far as ap* 
pears, the people of that denomination never fup- 
pofed, that they who thought it their duty to cel-r 
cbrate die facrcd fupper, were at liberty to do it 
before they were baptized.-o--Hcre I cannot but re- 
mark, with how little affection and reverence the 
pofitive inftltiitions and the authority of Chrift wero 
treatedj in this iftand, in the laft century. Th»i 
ingenious author of the PllgrifrCs Progrefs was one 
of* the firft, in this kingdomi who dared to aflert, 
that the want of baptifm ts no bar to comnmniorif anc( 
adled accordingly. The Quakers arifing a littles 
j^rf(jre him, proceeded a ftep further, an(| entirely 
cafhieredboth baptifm* and the fupper of our Lord J 
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looking upon them as /ow, carnal^ temporary ap* 
fiointments. Much tefpe^t, I allow, is due to the^ 
chara<?ler of Biinyan. He was an eminent fer- 
▼ant of Jefuf Chrift, and patiently fuffered in his, 
]^^fter's caufe. Many of his writings have been 
greatly ufeful to the church of God, and fome of 
them, it is probable, will tranfmit his name with 
honour, to future ages. But yet I cannot per- 
fuade myfelf, that either his judgment or his piety 
appeared in this bold innovation,. The difciples 
of George Fox, though lefs conformable to the 
word of God, a<f^ed more confidently with their 
own principles, than did the juftly celebrated' 
Dreamer then, or our brethren who pradtife fcee 
communion now. 

But I forgot myfelfi The laft century was the 
grand era of improvement in this nation ; of pro- 
digious improvement in light and liberty. In YtgU; 
as well divine, as philofophical. In real philo- 
fophical fcience, by the labours of a Bacon, a 
Boyle, and a Newton. In pretended theological' 
knowledge, by thofe of a JefTy and a Bunyan. 
Did the /ormert by deep refearches into the fyftent 
of nature, furprife and inftrudt the world by dif- 
coveries, of vrnich mankind had never before con- 
ceived ? The latter, penetrating into the gofpel 
fyftem, amufed mankind, by cafting new light on 
the pofitive inftitutions of J'efus Chrift, and by 
placing baptifm among things of little importance 
in tlie Chriftian religion ; ofwhich no ancient the- 
ologue had ever dreamed — ^none, we have reafon 
to think, that loved the Lord Redeemer. In lib" 
arty ; not lefs religious than civil ; in the churth 
as well as the ftate. Did the ftniggles of re^l pa- 
tFiotifm, and the abdication of a Popifli Prince^ 
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Ihake way for true liberty in the latter ? The 
repealing of Chrift's pofitive laws by Fox and 
Barclay, and the pra<5tical claim of a difpenfing 
power by Jefly arid Bunyan^ made way for the 
inglorious liberty of treating pofitive inftitutions in 
the houfe of God juft as profeflbrs pleafe. 

Some of the Popifh miffionaries among the In- 
dians have been charged, by refpedtable authorities^ 
ivith concealing the dodrine oithecrofs from their 
hearers, left they ihould be tempted to deipife the 
great Founder of the Chriftian religion, becaufe he 
made his exit on a gibbet ; and with making it 
their principal aim, to perfuade the poor ignorant 
creatures to be hapti%ed ; imagining that they 
would be fufficiently chriflianized, by a fubmidion 
to that ordinance. As if being baptized, and con- 
verfion to Jefus Chrift, were one and the fame 
thing \ What a deftrudtive delufion this ! What 
an impious exaltation of a pofitive inditution, into 
the place of redeeming blood, and the regenerating 
power of the Holy Spirit I — But were one of our 
mini fieri ng brethren, who plead for free commun- 
ion, to be fent as a mif&onary into thofe parts o£ 
the world ; he, I prefume, would not be in the 
leafl danger of thus over- rating baptifm, and o£ 
depreciating its great Inftitutor. No ; he wouU 
boldly preach a crucified and rifen Jefus, as the onljr 
foundation of hope for his hearers j and, if the en- 
ergy of God attended his labours with confidera- 
ble fuccefs, he would think it his duty to lay before 
fuch as believed in Chrift, what he had learned 
from the New Tc^ament, relating to a gofpel 
church — its ilature and ordinances, its privileges, 
duties and great utility. In doing of which, he 
could hardly forbear to mention baptifm^ as an ap- 
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pointment of his divine. Mafter : but though h^ 
might mention it, yet, on his hypothecs, he couldi 
wotrequire a fubmifiion to it, as previouily necefla- 
ry to their incorporating as a church, and their 
having communion together at the Lord's table. 
He might, indeed, recommend it \.oh\% young con- 
verts, as having fomething agreeable in it ; but if 
they did not fee its propriety 5 or if, on any other ac^ 
count unknown to him, they did not choofe to* 
comply, and yet were defirous of being formed in- 
to a church ftate, and of having communion at 
the Lord's table ; lie could not refufe, though not 
one of theni was, or would be baptized. For if it 
be lawful to admit one believer to communion, 
purely tf^ a believer^ and without baptifm ; it can- 
not be criminal to admit all fuch, if they defire it r 
that which is proper and right for oncy being fo to 
a miUlony if they be in the {dme circumdances. 
'i'hus he would gather a church in perfedl contrafb 
with thofe formed by his fellow miffionaries. For, 
•while they put baptifm in the place of the Saviour^ 
he would reject his command, and lay the ordi- 
nance entirely fefide : they make it a// and he make 
it «o/Zn'yj^.— -And were a narrative of fuch proceed- 
ings to fall into tlie hands of a Pjedobaptift, who 
had never heard of any that pra«5tifed, or pleaded, 
for free communion, what a, fuigular figure it • 
would make in his view ! * A minifter of Jefu» 
Chrift, he would fay, gatheiing a church among 
the Indians, and adminiflerii g the facred fupper,, 
yet all his communicants unhaptixedl Strange, 
indeed ! — A Chriftian minilUr, called a BapttJ}^ 
Entirely omitting that 'oery ordinance from which 
lie takes his denomination ! This is ftranger ftill \ 
Kor the Bapnjls^ of all men, aixj faid to love water. 
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and to be fond of haptifm. It exceeds the bounds 
of credibility ; but, if it be a fa(5l, he is the oddeft 
mortal and the moft unaccountable Baptift that 
ever lived. For he does violence to his own dif- 
tinguilhing fentiment, and is guilty of yi*/© de Je. 
Like Job's leviathan, he has not his equal on 
earth : an unheard-of phenomenon in the religious 
world, and will probi4!t)iy be the wonder of ages yet 
unborn. But the ambiguity of his charafter is 
fuch, that I fear the penof ecclefiaftical hiftory 
will always be doubtful what to call him, or under 
what denomination of religious profeflbrs he claim? 
a place ?' Such would be the furprife and fuch the 
refledlions of the learned and the vulgar, who had 
not heard of Baptifts that plead for free commu- 
nion ; thfey being the only Chriftians now in the 
world, for aught appears, that are capable of real- 
izing fuch a report. 

But were fuch a flngular condudi: warranted by 
the laws of Chrift, or agreeable to the truly prim- 
itive pattern, the furprife and the cenfure of \veak, 
fallible mortals, would be of little importance. 
For it is not the approbation of men, but the reve- 
Jation of God, that is our only rule in the admin- 
iftration of divine inftitutions. To that revelation, 
therefore, we muft appeal, and by it the fentiment 
and praiSlice, now in difpute, muft ftand or fall. 



SECTION IIL 
Arguments ftgainjl Free Communion at the Lord's Table » 

IT muft, I think, be allowed, tliat the order and 
connexion of politive appointments in divine 
■worlhip, depend as much on the fovereign .pleafu re 
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of the great Legiflator, as the appointments them* 
ielves ; and if fo, we are equally bound to regard 
that order and connexion, in their adminiftration, 
as to obferve the appointments at all. Whoever, 
therefore, objefts to that order, or deviates from it, 
©ppofes that fovereign authority by which thofe 

branches of worftiip were fijft inftituted. For 

. inftance : Baptifm and the Jbord's fupper, it is al- 
lowed on all hands, are pofiilve ordinances ; and, 
las fuch, they depend for their very exiftence on the 
fovereign will of God. Confequently, which of 
them ihould be adminiftered ^nor to the other, (as 
well as, to whBXper/ons, in what tvay, and for what 
end) mud depend entirely on the will of their di- 
vine Author. His determination muftj^x their 
order ;, and his revelation muik guide our pra<5tice« 
Here, then, the queftion is. Has our fovereign 
LiOrd revealed his will,^ in regard to this matter ? 
•* To the lajv and to the teftimony — How readeft 
thou ? " To determine the query, we may firft con- 
fider the order of //W, in which the two pofitive in* 
ftitutions of the New Teftament were appointed. 
That baptifm was an ordinance of God, that fub* 
miffion to it was required, and that it was adminif* 
tered to multitudes, before the facred fupper was 
beard of, or had an exiftence, are undeniable fadts. 
There never was a time, fince the miniftry of our 
Lord's forerunner commenced, in which it was 
not tlie duty of repenting and believing fmners to 
be baptized. The venerable Johrif the twelve 
(tpoftksi and the Son of God incarnate, all united 
in recommending baptifm, at a time when it would 
have been impious to have eaten bread and drank 
wine as an ordinance of divine worfhip. Baptifm» 
therefore; hadthe/nW/y, in point of inftitution ; 
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^hich IS a prefumptive evidence that it has, and 
-ever will have, a prior claim on our obedience. — 
So, under the. ancient economy, facrifices and r/V- 
cumct/ion were appointed and praftifed in the patri- 
archal ages ; in the time of Mofes, tht pafchal feqjl 
and burning incenfein the hoi J- place, were appointed 
by the God of Ifrael. But the two former, being 
prior in point of inftitwtion, always had the prior- 
ity in ordef of adminiftration. 

Let us now confider tlie order o^ words, in \htX 
commiGlon which was given to theambaifadors 01 
•Chrift. He who is King in Zion, when aflerting 
the plenitude of his legiflative authority, and giv- 
ing direction to his miniftering fervants, with great 
foiemnity fays ; " j^IIpow^ris given to me in heav- 
en and earth. Go ye, therefore, and teach all na- 
tions, baptizing them in the name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoft ; teaching 
them to ohfernjeiill things "jDhatJosver I have command- 
ed you.^^^ Such is the high commifiJbn, and fuch 
the exprefs <:ommand, of Him who is Lord ofalU 
when addreffing thofe that were called to preach 
his word, and adminifterhis inftitutions.-— Here, ic 
is manifeft, the commiflion and command are, firft 
of all to teach ; then-^what ? To bapt'iv^e ? or to 
ndminijler the Lord's /upper P I leave common fenfe 
to determine. And, being perfuaded (he will give 
her verdi<ft in ray favour, 1 will venture to add ; 
A limited commiffion includes 'd prohibition of fuch 
things as are not contained in it ; and pofitive laws 
imply their negative* For inftance : When God 
-commanded Abram to circumcife all his ma.^es, he 
ireadily concluded, that neither circumcifion, nor 

♦ Matt, ixvlii. i8, 19, acx 
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any rite of a (imilar nature, i^as to be admmiftered 
to hhf males. And, as our brethren tbemfelves 
maintain, when Chrift commanded that believers 
fliould be baptized, without mentioning any oth- 
ers ; he tacitly prohibited that ordinance from be- 
ing adminiftered to infants; fo, by parity of reafon, 
if the fame fovereign Lord commanded, that be- 
lievers fhould be baptized^— baptized immediately 
after they have made a profeffion of f«ith ; then he 
snufl intend, that tlie adminifiration of baptifm 
ihould he prior to a reception of tlie Lord's fupper; 
and, confequently, tacitly /ro^*^//j every unbaptiz«i 
led perfon having communion at his table. 

The order* of adminiftration in the primitive an4 
'^pqftolic praSice, now demands our notice. That 
i^he apoftles, when endued with power from on 
iiigh, underftood our Lord in the fenfe for which 
*ve plead, and praf|;ifed accordingly, is quite evi- 
dent. For thus it is written ; ** Then they that 
Igladly received his word were" what ? admitted to 
the Lord's table ? No ; but ^* baptized. And the 
fame day there were added unto them about three 
thoufand fouls. And they continued ftedfaftly in 
the apoftks' dodtrine and fellowfiiip, in breaking of 
2>read and in prayer."* — Now, in regard to the ' 
snembers of this firft Chridian church, either our 
opponents conclude that they were all baptized* 
or they do not. If the latter, whence is their, con-? 
filufion drawn ? Not from the facred hiflorian's 
anarrative. For thence we learn, that they whofe 
liearts were vpcnetrated by keen conviftions, were 
txhorted to be baptized-rthat they who gladly re- 
ceived the truth were aSually baptized — ^and that 
Xhej who were baptized, a^ad they only» for any 

* Ads ii. 4Z, 4a, 
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thing that appears to |he contrary, were add^sd to 
the church. Either, therefore, our brethren muft, 
in this cafe, infer without premifes and conchide 
without evidence ; or they muft have recourfe to 
fome divine declaration, not contained in this con-* 
text. But, in what book, in what chapter»in what 
verfe is any declaration found, relating to this 
church at Jerufalem, that can warrant fuch a con* 
jcludon? — If, on the other hand, our brethren allow* 
that all the members of this truly apoftolic church 
were baptized j then, either they confider the con- 
llitution of it, in that refpe^i, as expreflive of the 
mind of Chrift, and as a model* for fucceeding 
churches, or they do not. If the former, either 
Jefus Chrift difcovered fome defed in that plan of 
proceeding, and, in certain cafes, countermanded 
bis firft order, or the condu<a of our brethren muft 
be wrong ; they admitting perfons to communion, 
who, on their own principles, are not baptized. 
But if they do not look upon this apoftolic prece^ 
dent, as expreflive of the mind of Chrift, and as a 
pattern for future imitation to the end of the 
world ; they muft confider the apoftles, either as 
ignorant of our Lord's will, or as unfaithful in the . 
perfonnance of it. Confequences thefe, which 
cannot be admitted, without * greatly prejudicing 
the honour and intereft of true religion, and not a 
little contributing to the caufe of infidelity :' fot* 
which reafon they will, no doubt, be abhorred by 
all our brethren. 

Again : it is manifeft from that firft and moft 
'authentic: hiftory of the primitive Chtiftian church, 
contained in the A<5ls of the apoftles ; thet after fin* 
ners had received the truth and believed in Jefus 
Chrift) they were exhorted and commanded) by 
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unerring teachers, to be baptized without delay. 
For thus we read ; " Repent and he baptized every- 
one of you — When they believed Philip, preach- 
ing the things concerning the kingdom of God> 
and the name of Jefus Chrift, they were baptt%ed9 
both n||n and women — And Phihp faid, If thou 
belie veil with all thy heart, thou mayeft. And he 
anfwered and faid, I believe that Jefus Chrift is the 
Son of God. And he commanded the chariot to 
Aand rtill : and they went down both into the wa^ 
ter, both Philip and tlw? eunuch, and he bapti%td 
him— And was hapti%ed, he and all his ftraight- 
way — Many of the Corinthians, hearing, believed, 
and were bapiis&ed — And now, why tarrieft thou I 
Artje and he baptized — Can any man forbid water, 
thattliefe fliould not be baptized, which have re- 
ceived the Holy Ghoft, as well as we ? And he 
commanded them to be baptised m the name' of the 
Lord."* — Hence it is abundantly evident, that 
.baptifm, in thofe days, was far from being efteemed. 
an indifferent thing ; and equally far from being 
deferred, till the Chriftian converts had enjoyed 
communion at the Lord's table for months and 
years. Yes, it appears with the brighteft evidence, 
that a fubmifllon to baptifm wasthejf/y7, the very ' 
Jirft public a6l of obedience, to which both Jews and 
Gentiles were called, after they believed in Jefus 
Chrid. And it is equally clear, from the lafl of thofe 
-pafTages here tranicribed, that the higheft evidence 
of a perfon*s acceptance with God, though attend- 
cd. wMth the baptifm of the Holy Spirit in the be- ' 
ftowal of miraculous gifts, was fo far, in the ac- 
count of P^ter, from fuperfeding the neceflity of a 

* Ads ii» iZ, y'm, 12, 37. xti. 33. . xviii. S. sxU. x^ 
x/47' 
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fubmiffion to the ordinance of baptifm ; that he ur- 
ged the confideration of thofe very fadls, as a rea- 
fon why they who were ^ bleffed and honoured 
Should fubmit to it immediately, Confequently, 
while our brethren revere the authority by which 
the apoftles aded, and while they believe that infant 
fpr inkling is not baptifm ; they are obliged, in vir- 
tue of thefe ancient precedents, and by all that is 
amiable in a confiftent condu^a, to admit none to 
communion atjthe Lord's table, whom they do nctf 
confider as really baptized according to the com- 
mand of Chrift-^Nor have we the leaft reafon to 
believe that the apoftles were inverted with a r/J/^ 
creiional power, to alter our Lord's inflitutions as 
they might think proper ; either as to mode, or 
fubje<5b, or their order and connexion one with 
another. No ; they never pretend to any fucb 
power ; they utterly difclaim it. Let us hear the 
declaration of one, as the language of all, and 
that in regard to the facred fupper. ** I have re* 
felved of we Lordy that which alfo I delivered un- 
to you." And again, relating to his do(5lrine ii> 
general, when writing to the fame people, and ii^ 
the fame epiftle, he fays ; *♦ I delivered unto yot^ 
that which I alfo received,*** The apoftles being 
ovUjfervants in ^Q houfeofGod, had no more au- 
thority to alter or difpenfe with an ordinance of Je?. 
fus Chrift, than any other minifter of the word. 
Their apoftolic gifts and powers did not at all inveft 
them with a right of legifkuion in the kingdom of 
their divine Lord* They were ft 111 but ^e^ards ; 
flsfuch tliey claimed regard from the churches, in 
which they laboured and to which they wrote ; 
^l the fame time freely acknowledging, that it wa| 

• X Cor.xi. »3. fy. 3. 
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their indifjpenfable dutf to " be found foithful " \tk 
the whole extent of their office \ they being account- 
able to the great Head of the church. They a<?l:- 
cd, therefore, in the whole compafs of their duty, 
under the command, and by the direction of the 
afcended Jefus. Nay, the more they were hon- 
oured and blefTed by him, the more were tliey 
bound to obey the lead intimation of his will. 

Once more : If we regard the different Jignfficatlon 
of the two inftitutibns it will appear, that baptifm 
ought to precede. In fubmitting to baptifm, we 
have an emblem of our union and communion 
with Jefus Chrift, as our great reprefentative, in 
his death, burial and refurreftion ; at the fame time 
declaring, that we "reckon ourfelves to be dead in- 
deed unto fin, but alive to God ;" and that it is 
our defire, as well as our duty, to live devoted to 
him. And as, in baptifm, we profefs to have r/- 
celved fpiritual life ; fo in communicating at the 
Lord's table, we have the emblems of that heavenly 
food by which we //\v, by which we gro-Wy and in 
virtue of which we hope to live for ever. And as 
we are born of God but once, fo we are baptized 
hut once : but as our fpiritual life is maintained by 
the continued agency of divine grace, and the com- 
fort of it enjoyed by the lalitual exercife of faith on 
the dying Redeemer, fo it is our duty and privilege 
frequently to receive the holy fupper. Hence the- 
ological writers have often called baptifm, the fa- 
crament of regeneration^ or of initiation : and the 
Lord's fupper, the facrament of ww/ri/Zow. — Wheth- 
er, therefore, we confider the order of time, in 
w^hich tliefe two inftitutions were appointed ; or 
the order of nvords^ in the great commiflion given 
hj our Lord to his miniftering fervants j ot the or- 
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<Jer of adminiftration in the apojlolk praBlee ; or the 
different Jignlfication of the two folenin appointments^, 
a fubmiffion to baptifni ought evel* to precede a re- 
ception of the Lord's fupper. Or, ftiould any one 
queftion the validity of this inference, I would only 
afk ; Whether, in regard to the facred fupper, he 
might not as well deny the neceffity of always. 
llejftng the bread, before it be broken ; or of break* 
ing the bread, before it be received ; or of receiving 
the hready before the wine ? Or, by what better ar- 
guments, he would prove the oppofite conduct, ei- 
ther unlawful or improper ? Nay, if thefe declara- 
tions y •Andfadsy 2iXid precedents y be not fufficient to de- 
rermine the point in our favour ; it will be exceed- 
ingly hard, if not impoflible, to conclude with cer- 
tainty, in what order any two inftitutions that God 
ever appointed, were to be adminiftered. For, 
furelv, that order of proceeding which agrees with 
the tmie in which two inftitutions were appointed ;, 
with the *words in which the obfervation of them- 
was enjoined ; with xhejlrjl admintfiratlon of them 
by unerring teachers ; and with their different Jig- 
nificatlon^ muft be the crdv^r of truths the order of 
proprietyy and the order of duty, becaufe it is the or- 
der of God. And our brethren will do well to re- 
member, that when Paul commends the Corinthi- 
ans for " keeping the ordinances as they ivcre deliv- 
ered ta them ;'\ it is plainly and ftrongly implied^ 
that divine ordinances are given us to ieep ; that 
they who keep them as they were in/iitutedy are to be 
commended ; and that they who do not keep xhtm-, 
at all, or obferve them in a different order or manner 
from that at fir ft appointed, are worthy of cenfure. 
Nor is the order in which the two pofitive infti- 
tutions of Jefus Chrift. fliould be adminifter-ed;, 
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lefs clearly exprefTed in the New Teftament, tharf 
the mode and fubje<5l of baptifm. This, however, 
is a notorious fa<5t, that while the latter have beea 
much and warmly difputed, the former does not 
appear to have been ever called in queftion by 
the real difciples of Chrift j except in the condud: 
of thofe few that plead for free communion* 
They, indeed, pradlically deny that which appears 
clear as the fun, to all other Chriftians, by fre- 
quently admitting perfons to the Lord's table, 
and baptizing them afterwards : for they do not 
refiife to baptize their Pacdobaptift members, if 
they defire it, though they may have been in fel- 
lowftiip with them for ten, or twenty, or fifty 
years.— But have not — I appeal to the under- 
ftanding and the confcience of my brethren them- 
felves — have not the Pacdobaptifts as good a 
warrant for their pradice, as you have for in- 
verting the platn^ the ejlahltjhed^ the divinely ap^ 
pointed order, in which the two pofitive inftitu- 
tions ought to be adminiftered ? They baptize 
and then teach \ you adminifter thefacred fuppef 
and then baptize. They baptize thoufands whom 
they never admit to the Lord's table ; you re- 
ceive to that facred ordinance numbers who, on 
your own principles, never were, nor ever will be 
baptized. Do they argue in defence of tlieir 
pra<aice and endeavour to prove their point, 
not by exprefs commands, or plain fa<5ts, record- 
ed in the New Teftament ; but by inferences^ and 
that, fometimes, from fuch paflages of holy writ, 
as have not, in our opinion, any relation at all to 
the fubjed ? fo do you. For it is not pretended, 
that there is any exprefs command to receive un- 
baptized believers into communion \ and as to a 
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plain pricfdeni^ our brethren are equallf filent^ 
The whole of their arguing, therefore, muft be 
either analogical or inferential. Yet the deflga 
of it is to fliow, what is our duty- in regard to a 
pofitlve inftitution 5 an appointment about which 
•we cannot know any thing at all, but from revela- 
tion. But what can that be in divine revelation^ 
relating to a pofitive ordinance, which is neither 
commanded in a precept — a precept relating ta 
the ordinance in queftion ; nor exhibited in an ex- 
ample ? What, I demand, can it be, or how 
fliould it diredt our conduct ? If our brethren*^ 
•way of arguing be juft, we may turn PaedObap- 
tifts at once ; for it is impoffible to ftand our 
ground in a conteft with them. 

It would, no doubt, have been highly offenfive 
to God, if the priefts or the people of old had in- 
verted the order appointed by him, for the admin- 
fftration of his own folemn appointments. For 
inftance ; Firft admit to the pajfover^ afterwards- 
€trcumcije } burn incenfe in the holy place, then 
offer the propitiatory facrifice. This, I conceive, 
our brethren muft allow. Have they any reafon, 
then, to imagine, that a Similar breach df order 
is not equally difpleafing to God, under the New 
Teflament economy ? If not, it muft be fuppofed, 
that the Mo ft High has not fo great a regard to 
the purity of his worlliip, or is lefs jealous of his 
honour, and does not fo much iniift on his eternal 
prerogative now, as he did under the former d\£* 
penfation : fuppofitions ihe^e, which ihey who 
acknowledge his univerfal dominion and abfolute 
immutability, will hardly admit. 

It muft, I think, be acknowledged, even by 
our brethren themfelves, that we have as good a 

E 
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warrant for omitting an e/fentlal branch of an ol^ 
finance, or to reverie the order in which the eon-- 
Jiitueni parUoi an ordinance were originally ad— 
miniftered ; as we have to lay aiide a divine indi* 
tution, or to change the order in which two diflPer— 
«nt appointments were firft fixed. And if fo, were- 
a reformed and converted Catholic, ftill retaining; 
the Popilh tenet of communion in one kind oxAjy de- 
sirous of having fellowfhip withour brethren at ther 
Lord's table ; they muft, if they would aft confift- 
cntly on their prefent hypothefis, adtnit him to par-- 
take of the breads though from a principle of con* 
fcience, he abfolutely refiifed the wine, in that facred 
ihftitutioni-Or,fuppo(ing, which is quite the re verfe^ 
that any of thofe who are in adtual communioii 
with them, finding the maftication and fwallowing 
of folid food a little difficult, fhould confcientioufly 
approve the condefcending indulgence of Poper 
Pafchal, in the twelfth century ; who ordered, that 
ibch perfons fliould partake only of the wine :*— 
Or, if any of their people fboutd imagine, that the 
wine ought always to be adminiftered before ther 
bread ; and fhould from an erring confcience de^ 
dare, that if the ordinance were not fo adminifler^- 
cd they could not partake of it ; they muft, accord- 
. ing to the tenor of their arguing, comply. They 
could not refufe ; becaufe the perfons in queiliom 
are confidered, as real beFtevers in Jefus Chrift, zxi^ 
Jtncerely defirous to be found in the way of their du>» 
ty, to the be ft of their kno\y ledge. 

The fentiment which our brethren adopt, if fiif- 
ffered to operate in its full extent, would exclude 
both baptifm and the Lord's fupper from the wor- 

' • Dr* PrieftUy, on giving the I.ord*e fupper to chlldfcd^ 



jtpelo^ fmr the Bapiflu 54 

ihip of God. As to bafaifnii whether infant or 
-adult, it ought never to be made a term of commu- 
nion in the houfe of God, on the principle efpout- 
ed by our opponents. For, according to theni» 
.the grand, the only quety, that is really neceflary 
relating to a candidate for. communion, is. Has 
{^od received him ? l^h^a helUver In Jefus Chri(l f 
And, fo certain are they of this being an unerring 
rule, that if we dare to queftion a believer's right 
of communion, becaufe we think he is not baptiz- 
^d ; we might almoft as well deny the dodtrine of 
tranfubftantialion in xhe face of the Council of 
Trent : for we immediately expofe ourfelves to 
.the dreadful cenfure of a^ittg in a way, * greatly 
frtjudlctal to the honour and intereft of true reli- 
gion, and not a ttttle eontrlbuting to the caufe of i«- 
JidtlityJ* I tlimk myfelf happy, however, that the 
anathema ^t of the one, is deftitute of power to en- 
force it ; as the opprobrious charge of the other, 
wants evidence to prove it. 

If, then, our brethren's grand rule of proceed- 
ing be right, we are .bound to receive believerSf 
MS Juchy and have communion with them at the 
Lord's table, though they do not confider thefnf 
Xelves as baptized. And here I would beg leave to 
aik J Wlietner they would receive a candidate for 

* When I -rend the thk of b certain jpublicatidn a feir 
'years ago, I .wasTeady to fa(y ; If th« title -page do not prom- 
ii*e more than the author performs, we are now in a fair way 
to have injidelity ruined fonver. But, »I4S ! I have lince 
^ound that my expe^ations were too fangulne. For infi- 
delity dill ezifti ; and the principles of it lurk in every brekft, 
'that will not allow unhaptized believers to have a righe^ 
^f communion at the Xord's table : of which obnoxidue 
Icntiment, almoft the whole of the Chriftian church ncwr 
is and has ever been. Paciiicu9, 1 prefumc, knows the beotk 
'.to which ijrefer; and ^nhumJatfapimtU 
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^communion, whom they efleezn as a believer la 
Jefus Chrift, who has not been baptized in infancy ; 
nor looking on baptifm as a temporary inftitution, 
is willing to be baptized at all ? The fuppofitioa 
,of a perlon, in fuch circumflances, applying for 
fellowfhip at the Lord*s table, is far from beihg^ 
improbable ; nay, J have known it a real fadt. 
What, then, would oar brethren do in fuch a cafe ? 
As to Pacificus, he has informed us plainly enoueh.' 
what would be hts conduft in fuch an inftancc ; he 
pleading exprefsly for admitting believers qiaUdc^ 
nominations to communion at the Lord's table» 
Yes, the very title of his piece, is ; * A modeft Plea. 
for Free Communion at the Lord's table, betweeijL 
true believers of j// denominations.' ^ 

Nor is the title of the fame plea, under the figi- 
uature of Candidus, any way different in its real 
import, for it runs thus : * A modeft Plea for Free 
Communion at ihe Lord's table ; pnritcularly 
between the Baptifts and Pscdobaptifts.' For it 
is manifeft that the emphatical word, parttcularly^ 
if not quite impertinent, n>uft fignify, that though. 
Candidus ch'tefly defends free communion, between 
Baptifts and Padobaptifts ; yet that he is far from 
denying, nay, that he really pleads for the fame free 
communion, with thofe that are neither the one 
or the other. A;nd who can they be but Katabap^ 
ttps^ or thofe iu the fame cir^umftances witli the pcr^ 
ion in the cafe here fuppofed ? So that whether they 
be Quakers or Catholics ; whatever their diflinguifh* 
ing lentiments or modes of worfliip may be ; they 
confider themfelves as bound to admit them to the 
ifacred fupper, if they look upon them as true bcr 
Jievers, and they requeft communion with them, 
put as a^ our opponents are not entirely of their 
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tnlnd in this refpe^, I (hall proceed with the argu- 
ment* — If, then, they receive a perfon, in the fiip- 
pofed cafe, they avowedly reje<5l baptifm, as un- 
neceflary to fellowfhip in a church of Chrift ; for 
4f it be not requidte in toery inftance, it is not fo 
«i any. If they refufe him, it mwft be becaufe he is 
not baptized ; for, according to the fappofition, 
they confider him as a partaker of divine grace 
«nd a believer in Jefus Chrift. But if they rejaft 
him purely on that groiand, they ought, on their 
-Antip«dobapti(l principles, to rejeft all who have 
had no other than infant baptifm ; becaufe ^hey 
vconfider it as a very different thing from the ap- 
pointment of Chrift. Yes, they declare to all the 
•world, every time they adminifter baptifm on a 
profeilion of faith, to any of their Psedobaptift 
friendr, that they do not believe infant fprinkh'ng 
to be an ordinance of Chnft. 

It may, p^haps, be objefl:ed ; * The two cafes 
are not parallel : becaufe the fuppofed candidate 
for communion, is not only unbaptized, but op- 
pofes the ordinance itfelf.* True : but, admitting 
a fmall difparity, he a<5ls on a principle of con- 
fcience ; for he fuppofes, with the Quakers, that 
haptifm was not intended, by Jefus Chrift, as a 
ilanding ordinance in his church ; though he has 
a very different view of , the Lord's fupper. And, 
to adopt a method of arguing ufed by our breth- 
ren, when, pleading for free communion ; What 
have you to do with another man's confcience, 
in a matter that is non-eflential ? To his own Maf* 
ter he ftands or falls. He confiders the Lord's 
fupper as a very important ordinance, and longs 
to partake of it. And have not you told us, 
repeatedly, that it was defigned for all believers f 
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jthat tf// believers are capable of improvemetit byit'i 
and that they have a right of comnfiunion, entirely 
fitdependeni of our ji^dgment ? Is he to be refufed 
one ordinance^ in the enjoyment of which he has 
reafon to expert the prefence of Cbrill and tha^ 
bleffings of heaven ; merely becaufe a fovereign 
jCJodiias not been pleafed to (hew him his duty and 
privilege in regard to another ? And though you 
may not pay fo great a regard to the reafoning of 
one whom you call a rigorous Baptl/i^ yet you cannot 
be deaf to the arguing of a friend, an ally, and one 
of the firft advocates for free communion* Hear, 
then, I befeech you, what Mr. Bunyan fays, who 
(peaks to the following eflfedl. None can • render 
a bigger reafon than this,' for not fubmitting to 
baptifm, * / have no lighi thereitf.* Such a perfon 
3bas an invincible reafon, *one that all the men upon 
earth, and all the angels in heaven, are not able to 
remove. For it is Go^ that creates light ; and for 
him to /he baptized without light, would only 
prove him unfaithful to his, own confcience, and 
render him a tranfgreflbr againft God.'* What, 
will you Jkeep him from celebrating the death of 
his Lord, in the facred fupper, only becaufe he 
does not fee baptifm vfiihyour eyes ! Confider, I be- 
feech you, tliat he is in your own judgment, a fin- 
icere, a confcientious man ; that he is born of God» 
and fervently loves our deareft Lord. Yes, the fin- 
cerity of bis heart and his difpofition to obedience 
are fuch, that, could he be once perfuaded of bap- 
tifm being a permanent ordinance in the Chriftian 
church, he would uot hetitate a rapment to be 
baptized. Nay, he would rejoice in an opportu- 
pity of fo manifefling his cordial Aibjedion to Je- 

f. pooyim*! Works, Vol I. p. i^s» IS^* SvotCdit. 
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jftts Chrift, were he con\'mced, that he is uitder an 
•equal obligation to be baptized, as he is to receive 
'the Lord's fupper, and that prior to thu. An^ 
tnuft, after all, the bare want of a7i«/<? wa/^r be 
an infurmountable bar to his having communion 
Vfilh you? Shall this one circamftance of water 
* Drfnvn TifiAfnveep an/jay all his excellencies ; not 
counting him worthy of that reception that with 
Jiand and heart (hall be given to a novice in reli- 
jgion, becau/e he confents to m>ater .^'-ipNay, * no mau 
can reject him ; he cannot be a man if he objeft 
againflhlm ; not a man4n Chrifl; not a man in un- 
derftanding.— ^How »nreafonable it is to fuppofe, 
that he muft not ufe and enjoy what he knows^ be- 
<aufe he knows not all!* And it will appear yet 
moire nnreafbnzcble when it is confidered, that ^ 
** baptifm gives neither being nor well-being to a 
church.** Is this your kindnefs to a Chriflian 
^rotlier I Is this your charity, your candour, your 
catholic fpirit ! Away with fuch rigid and forbid- 
ding notions ; with fuch an unreafonable attach- 
ment to an external rite, and let your communion 
he free indeed f untverjally free^ for Quakers, for Pa^ 
pifts,for whomfoever appears to be bom of God and 
defires fellowfliip with you. For though a convert- 
ed Quaker may happen to be no friend tobaptifm >• 
and though a reformed Catholic may ftill be pre- 
judiced againft wine^ at the Lord's table ; yet, as 
both may have communion with you, in other re- 
ipefts, whyfhould you objeA againft itf Befides, do 
you not hope to have communion with them in 
heaven ? On the fame principle, yon might refufe 
<ommunion to Enochs or Elijah^ or Paul^ were any 
<me of them now upon earth, if he would not fuli- 

* Buuyan'ft Worki> V«!. L fage 134, xi9, 174* 
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znit to baptifm ! Were you aware how much this 
jiincharitable and dividing fpirit has a tendencx to 
' injure real religion^ and how much it * contributes 
$0 the caufe of infidelity ;^ fuch is your veneratioa 
for the revelation of God, and fuch your afFedlion 
for Jefus Chrift, that, I am perfuaded, you would 
never fay a ivord about baptifm, nay, you would 
Vfiflj it out of the worlds ratlier than give fuch occa* 
iions of fcandal and.mifchief, as you unwittingly 
do. For the author to whom I have juft appeal- 
ed afFures us, ^i^d lays it down as a maxim, which 
you ought never to violate ; that in fuch cafes» 
baptifm, though an ordinance of God, *ii to hepru-* 
detuly Jhunned, Let tlie cry be never io loud» 
Chrtfty order, the rule, the command, or the like ; cetr* 
nality is at the bottom, and they are but hahef 
^hat do it 5 their zeal is but SLpuJl What fliall we 
fay ? ^11 things muft give place to the profit of 
jthe people of God ; yea, fometimes laws them- 
felves, for their outward prSfervation, much more 
for godly edifying.'* — Further $ Though, in the 
jcafe fuppofed, the candidate for communion op^ 
fofes baptifm, yet there is not fo great a difference 
between tlie two in(lances as may, at firft view, be 
imagined.. Fpr, on our bretliren's Baptift princi- 
ples, infant baptifm not being an appointment of 
Chrift, they who have had no otlier are unbaptized. 
In thisreiped, therefore, tlie cafes are parallel. Be- 
fides, they are equally Unwilling to fubmit to what 
our opponents confider as the only true baptifm ; 
and are equally confcientious in tlieir refufa). The 
genuine, the neceffary confequence, therefore is, (if 
jour brethren would a(a confidently) they muft 

f Bunyan'i Works, Vol. I page X 3 6| 14X, X 4 4* 
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either accept both, or neither.; far in the judg- 
ement they form of each; God has received the one, 
as well as the other. But, as before hinted, hj 
the fame nile that we receive one to communion, 
'who ss not baptized ; who does not conjider him- 
self as baptized ; who. does not pretend to be bapu* 
<tized ; we may receive all: for as there is but one 
Lawgiver^ there is but one /aw, relating to this 
.matter ; and he who has a right to difpei^c with tt 
,'Oncey may do ib as often as he pleafes. Confequent- 
ly, the.pnnciple adopted, :by thofe who plead for 
i'ree communion, has a natural pendency to exclude 
hapt'ijm from the worftip of God. 

Again ; Though our brethren >plead, that the 
perfons whom they receive and continue in com- 
munion with them, are, in their own judgment^ bap« 
^ized ; yet we may;iFenture to*query, wITether this 
*Jbe alivays the cafe. The following is a well au- 
thenticated fa6t. Several perfons being convinc- 
ed of believers' baptifm^ and wi(hing for fellowfhip 
with the people of God, related their Chridian ex- 

fjerience to a church and her paftor who pra^ife 
i-ee communion. It was agreed to receive them. 
But when the time appointed for their being bap- 
tized came, and the pallor was ready to adminifter 
<the ordinance to them, one of them was abfent ; 
and, confeqnently, was not baptized with his 
brethren. The ftated feafon for celebrating the 
.-death of Jefus at his own table^ quickly approach- 
ing, he was, notwith Ending, received into fellow- 
ihtp, had communion at the Lord's table, and was 
^baptized afterwards.* — Now this perfon was not 2 

• If I be not grcady deceived, the paftor of this chnrc|i 
%'9A pleaded the caufc of free communion, under the 
Bame ol Pacifictif* A charadler, 4K> doubt, very happily 
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Paedobaptifl 5 this perfon was not even in ^his own 
judgment^ baptized, when he took a feat at the 
Lord's table, i^o ; by defiring to be iramerfed 
on a profefljon of faith, he //<?^/ar^^/ that he was 
mibaptized ; as fuch he approached the holy table ; 
and as fuch the paftor, in the name of the church, 
gave hinj the right hand of fellowftiip. Hence we 
fee, that our opponents can admit fuch perfons to 
the facred fupper, as confefs themfelves to be un- 
baptized, if occafion require ; that is, if their 
Chriftian friends do not approve of the old, eftab- 
liihed mode of proceeding, — Befides, as it is npt 
uncommon for the Paedobaptift members of thol^ 
(ihurches that pradife free cqmmunion, to defire 
baptifm upon a profeffinn of f aith> after they have 
been in fellowfliip many years ; fo it is probable, 
that feme fuch members may be convinced, Uiat 
infant fprinlcling is not a divine appointment, and 
confequently, that they themfelves are not baptiz- 
ed ; yet live in the negle^ of baptifm for months 
and years, haying communion at the Lord's table 

fkofen, to exprcfs that peca'iarly peaceful temper and admi- 
rably condcfcending cooduA, which arc fo clearly dtfpiayed 
Jb this little anecdote. But, as a pcrfeAly "confiftent char- 
a(5^er is hard, exceedingly hard to be found among mortals, 
|ny reader will not be much furprifed if I obferve; That 
Pacificus himfclf has failed, in cne particular, to anfwer his 
|i»me« Yes, he and his coadjutor Candidus have, in a very 
tinpeaiefuly uHtandid manner, charged a vaft majority of their 
Baptift brethren, with * not a little contributing to the taufe 
•finjiieliiy* i|ierely beoaufe tkey do not pra<Stife this Remark* 
^ khlefree communion. Petujt and Candour arc, indeed, very cr» 
cellent things, as Pacificus and Candidus are moil amiably 
names ; yet 1 would take the liberty of hinting, th^t peace and 
v»f#y, without trytb and rigbteoufnefs^ are an illicit combina^t 
tioo ; a wicked confph*acy againft both God and man. Am* 
icys PAcificus, amicus Candidus, fed Qiagin ffxnica V^tas. 
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all the while. We will, therefore, fuppofe an in- 
ftance of this kind in that Chriilian community of 
-which Pacificus is pallor ; and that he and the 
church in general are acquainted with it. What, 
then, mull be done in the cafe ? Done I why Pa- 
ctficus will undoubtedly remonilrate againd the 
ihameful negle<5l. But if his remonflrances do not 
produce the defired efFe<5t, what then ? What ? 
why things muft remain injlato quo, Becaufe Pa- 
cificus cannot move to have him excluded, wit1x 
any appearance of candour or confiftency ; he 
openly pleading for communion with believerii 
of all denominations. Befides, he very well 
knows, that his brother is as much baptized now 
as he was when firil received into communion ; and 
the whole that is laid to his charge relates to bap* 
tifm ; and to «/tf//him into the water' will never do, 
whatever a vjitty and polite opponent may have faid 
to the contrary.* Befides, as Mr. Bunyan ob* 
ierves, * the law is not made for a righteous man, 
neither to debar him from communion, nor to caft 
him out, if he were in.'f So very pliable, fo fu- 
perlatively complaifant, is free communion, that it 
cannot bear tlie thought of refuting fellowfhip at 
the Lord's table to any believer, even though he 
confider himfelf as unbaptized : far lefs can it en- 
dure the thought of giving any one much difturb- 
ance, who has a place at the Lord's table ; even 
though he (land convided in the eyes of God 
and man, in the court of his own confcience, and 
before the church to which he belongs, of bein^ 
unbaptized, and of living ia the total neglefl of 
that divine inditution. 



t ^ 



• Dr. Mayo, in his True Scrip. Do(5l. of Baptifa:j p. 33. 
t Buayaa'i Work*, Vol I. page 1 54. 
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Nor would the facred fufper be long pradt!&d iir 
the church of God; or be e deemed a branch of" 
divine worfhip, were the fame principle applied to ' 
it and fa£Pered to operate. without reftraint. Sup^ 
pofei for infiance, that a weak but well meanin?: 
xnan, is a candidate for fellow(kipt with a church 
that pradtifes free communion ; that he gives the 
community full fatisfa^ion> as to his being a par- 
taker of divine grace, and has been baptized ist 
infancy ; Kut» at the fame time, frankly declares, 
« I fee no propriety, nor any utility, in receiving 
hread and lu'tne^ imder the notion of its being ai^. 
appointment of Jefus Chrift. I confider the Lord's 
fupper as a temporary inftitution ; intended for' 
the Chriilian church in the apoftolic age, as a hap* 
py mean of attaching fuch perfons to her worfhip^ 
and interefts, as were newly converted from the- 
antiquated ceremonies of Judaifm, or the deteil* 
able fuperflitions of Paganifm ; and that the com-- 
mand to obferve it, coafed long (ince to be oblig- 
atory. Admitting, however, tha{ I am under a. 
mi (lake in thi^ particular ; yet, as I have a natu-- 
ral averfion. to wine,* and as the bread and wine- 
are mere emblems of the body and blood of Chrift>. 
and the reception of them an external ceremony ; H 
think it is quite fnflicient for me, if admitted inxa^ 
your feilowfhip, to behold ij^^hxtzA as broken, andi 
the wine as poured out : which may, perhaps, ifT 
th^re be any thing ufeful in thofe outward figu$». 
ailid my meditations on the fuflerings and deatb 
of our crucified Lord. But though I caunot par- 

* Bellarminc gives it as one rcafon for wlchholdiu^^ tfie- 
Gup from the iaity , that MM abhorrent i w/tt* Afud Aiui> 
ituia. Bell £nervat. Tom. ) II. pag^e 1 2^ 
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talce with you of bread and wine, in your monthly- 
communion ; yet I fliould hope for advantage, 
great advantage, by having fellow fhip with you" 
in every other public adl of devotion ; in the ex-- 
preflions of mutual, brotherly love;. and in the- 
^exercife of holy difclpline, according to the laws 
of Chrift. Nor need I inform you, that it is the 
devotion of the hearty real affe£iion one for another ' 
as brethren, and a Jlri8 regard to the moral con- 
duct of all the members of a religious community^ 
diat are the capital things in a Chriftian church* 
And fhould you, for a moment, hefitate on the pro- 
priety of granting my fmcere requeft-; I would bep- 
leave to remind you, that as being, on your princt-- 
pies, unbaptized, is no bar to my having fellowlhip- 
with you J fo your well known candour mufl plead 
m my favour with equal force, thomgh, at prefent,. 
I cannot confcientioufly partake with you at the 
Lord* s table. For what is there-I appeal to that cath- - 
^>olic fpirit, for which you are fo remarkable— what 
is there effential to a church of Chrift, in z,partlcU 
potion of bread and wine, any more than in immer* • 
Vton in water ? for upou your own principles, tlie 
"jioly fupper may as well be celebrated without 
x}l\q former as baptifm can be adminiftered without 
jthe latter. Or, what authority is needful for you 
to difpenfe with die Lord's fupper, which is not;^ 
mcludcd in that warrant by which you difpenfe 
\yith baptifm ?' Now, in fuch a cafe,»what muft be 
done ? Here is a perfon whom that very church 
confiders as a believer in Chrift and received of pod/ 
But this is her grand criterion of a qualification for 
church-fellowlhip. So tliat if Ihe violate, de- 
liberately and openly violate this capital rule ofi 
her conduct, ihe contradicts herfelf ; (he accord*- 
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ing to her wonted application of the rule, dif- 
obeys God, and leaves free communion at the 
toercy of every oppofen She mufty therefore, 
give him the right hand of fellowfliip ; flie cannot 
put a negative on his requeft, ivithout expofing 
herfelf to thofe very cenfures which our brethren fo 
freely pafs upon us ; not excepting that fevefeft of 
all in which we are charged, with • not a Uttle con- 
tributing to the caufe of infidelity.* But this, even 
xheJirtS Baptifls will charitably fuppofe, (he would 
not do on any account ; and thac (he woujd be 
equally careful to (land clear of that keen rebuke ; 
-" Thou art inexcufable who judgeft. For wher^n 
thou judgeft another, thou condemned thyfelf ; 
for thou that judgeft, doeft the fame things." I 
conclude, then, though fuch a proceeding would be 
quite novel, abfelutely unexampled in the church^ 
of Chrift, and would, probably, both aftonifh and 
offend her fifter communities, fhe muft receiv« 
iiim. But if it be lawful in one inftance, it mu^ 
be fo in a thou&nd ; and, thereffire, a church 
might thus go on, till the Lord's fupper were en- 
tirely rejected by all her members, and banifhed 
from the wor(hip of God, as it is among the 
Quakers. 

The Church of England has juftly incurred the* 
cenfure of all Proteftant DifTenters, for her arro- 
gant claim of * power to decree rites or ceremonies^ 
in the wor(hip of God, * and of authority in con- 
troverfies of faith ;'* becaufe fuch a claim infrin- 
ges on the prerogative royal of Jefus Chrift. But 
do not our brethren tacitly affume a fimilar power, 
when they prefume to fet afide an ordinance of 
Chrift, or to reverfe the order of divine inftitu- 

* Articles of the Church of England. No. zx. 
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tions ^ it being demoiiftx'able, tliat as great an 
authority is neceiTary to lav afide an old, eflab? 
liflied rite ; or to invert the order and break the 
connexion of feveral rites ; as can be required to 
inftitute one that is entirely new. * For it is a 
niaxim inlaw ;* and holds good in divinity* • That 
it requires the fame ftrength to dtJfQhe as to create 
an obligation.'*^-Suth a practice, therefore, as, 
that of our brethren, were it adopted by the Biiptifts 
in general, would render our feparation from the 
Eftabliihed Church very fufpicious. It would 
feem like the fruit of ohftinncy, rather than the ef» 
fed of a tender confcience ; like a determined op- 
poiition to the cccleiiaftical hierachy, more than' a 
defire of purer worfliip and ftri<fler dilcipiine. For, 
while we omit a plain and pofitive appointment 
of Jefus Chriil, and connive at what we ourfelves 
conQder as a human invention ; we have little rea* 
fon to fcruple tlie lawfulnefs of fubfcribing tbe ar- 
ticle to which I have juft referred : and if we do 
that, with a good confcience, we have not much 
reafon to diffent, on account of any thing elfe tha; 
is required in order to eccleliaftical conformity.f 
For if it be biwful to difpenfe with an appoint- 
ment of God, out of regard to otir weaker hreih* 
ren ; we cannot reafonably think it unlawful to 
pra&ife the appointments of our National Church, 
out of regard to the ruling ponuers ; ftfbmtffion to 
the latter, being no left plainly required in fcripture, 
than coniiefeenfion to the former. And if we may 
fafely connive at one hum^ invention, fo as to fuf 

* Blackftoae** Comment, on tlie Laws of England. Vo}^ 
I. Book L ch. %. 
f OiiTenting Genl. Lett, to Mr. White. Let. I. p. %, 
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iperfede and take place of a divine inftitution ; why 
may not the Church of England make what ap- 

jpointments fhe-pleafes ? A little reflection will con- 
vince us, that he whofe authority is competent to 
the fetting afide or altering of one divine inftitti- 
tion, has a power equal to his wiflies — may ordain 
times, and forms, find rites (^. worfhip ; may mod- 
el the houfeof God according to his own pleafure. 

iut can fuch an authority belong to any befides 
the Great Supreme ? No. ; to fuch an ordaining, or 
diipenfmg power, neither church nor fyn^, nei- 
ther parliament nor conclave, neither king nor 
pope, has the leaft claim. For as the exertion of 
Omnipotence was equally necefTary to the creation 
of a worm, as an angel ; of an atom, as a world ; 
fo the interpofition of divine authority is no lefs ne- 

'Ceffary to fet afide, or to alter, one branch of in fti- 

>tuted worfhip, than to add a thoufand religious 
rites, or effentially to alter the whole Chriftiaa 
fyftem. 

Nor are thofe writers who have appeared in vin- 
dication of our National Eftablifhment, ignorant 

•of tlieir advantage over fuch Proteftant DiiTenters 
as proceed on the principles here oppofed. For 
thus they argue; • If, notwithftanding the evi- 

,dence produced, that baptifm by immerjion is fuita- 
ble, both to the inftitution of our Lord and hi* 
apoftles ; and was by them ordained to reprefent 
our burial with Chrift, and fo our dying unto fin, 
and our conformity to his refurreiflion by newnefs 
of life ; as the apoflle doth clearly maintain the 
meaning of that rite : I fay, if notwithftanding 
this, all our [PacdobaptiftJ Diflenters dp agree t^ 

Jprinlle the baptized infant ; why may they not as 
well fubmit to the fignificant ceremonies impofed 
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hj our church? For (Ince it is as lawful to add 
unto Chrifl's inftitution a fignificant ceremonj, 
as to dtmnj/h a fignificant ceremony which he or 
his apoftles inftituted» and ufe another in it« 
fleady which they never did inftitute ; what rea- 
fon can they have to do the latter^ and yet refufe 
iubmiflion to the former ? And why fhould not 
&e peace and union of the church be as prevailing 
with them to perform the one, as Jn their mercy to 
the infant's body to negle<ft the other ?** — I leave 
the intelligent reader to apply this reafonJng to the 
cafe before us, and &all only obferve ; That if this 
learned writer had been addrefSng thoje Diflenters 
who pradlife free communion, his argument would 
have had fuperior force. Becauie our Di (Tenting 
Psedobaptift brethren believe that iirfant fprinkling 
IS real baptifm, and praiS^ife it as having the (lamp 
of divine authority ; whereas thofe Diflenters 
with whom I am now concerned^ believe no fuch 
thing. They confider it as a human invention ; 
and yet receive Pzdobaptifts into their churches, as 
if they were rightly and truly baptized* according 
to the command of Chrift. Now, as Mr. Thom- 
as Bradbury obferves, * There is a great difFerence 
between mi/iaiing the divirte rule, and totally /c/jf- 
ing it afide. The reafon,' adds he, * why we do not 
adl asfome other Chriftians [i. e. the Baptifts] do, 
is, becaufe we think thefe demands {[relating to a 
profeilion of faith and imnjerfion, as neceflary to 
baptilm] are not made in fcripture.'f 

* Dr. Whitby's Protcftant Reconciler, p. 189. 
t Duty and Dodlrinc of Baptifm, p. aj, ?6. 
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As the fovereign authority and univerfal domin- 
ion of God, over his rational creatures ; as his ab- 
solute right, not only to worfhip, but alfo to be 
•worfhipped in his otvn way ; are more ftfongly at 
ferted and brightly dHplayed in his pofitive inftitu- 
•tions, than in any other branches of his worfliip^ 
fo, it is manifeft, that we cannot difobey his reveal- 
ed will concerning them, without impeachitig hist 
wifdom and oppofmg his fovereignty. Becaufe a 
fpecial interpofition of divine authority, and an ei- 
prefs revelation of the divine will, conftitute rfie 
bafis, the only baris,-on which fuch inftitutions reft, 
in regard to their mode and fubjeft, their order 
. and connexion one with another. Surely, theuj 
fuch of our brethren who admit, as a divine infti- 
tution, what they verily believe is a human in- 
vention,. cannot but adl an unjuftifiable part. Fot, 
on their own principles, infinite -wifdom chofe and 
abfolute fovereignty ordained profejjing Miefuers as 
^the fubjefts, ymd tmmerjion as the mode of baptifm : 
and it appears, by their frequently baptizing per- 
fons who were fprinkled in their infancy, that xh^y 
look upon fuch a fubjedl and fuch a mode of ad- 
:mini ftration, as eflential to the otdinance. By their 
^condud, in many inftances, it alfo appears they are 
no lefs perfuaded that unerring wifdom and fu- 
preme au^ority united in appointing baptifm to be 
adminiftered/rior to the Lord'sfiipper : for, where 
the views and the inclinations of the candidates for 
fellowfhip with them do not interfere, they always 
l)aptize, before they admit to the holy table. 
Thus then (lands the cafe with our brethren, in 
regard to the pofitive appointments of Heaven. 
They are verily perfuaded that the wifdom and 
fovereignty of God united in ordaining, that »»• 
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merfion fliould be the mode of baptifm, yet thet 
vconnive ^Ifprlnkling ; that prof effing hdirvers ftiould 
be the fubje<5ts, yet they admit of infants ; th^t 
baptifm (hould be admirtiftered to a believer, before 
he receive- the Lord's fupper, and yet they permit 
unbaptited perfons to have communion with them 
in that facred ordinance. A paradoxical conduct 
this, which nothing, in my opinion, fliort of a plen- 
ary difpenfmg power can poffihly vindicate.* 

Again: as the fovereign will of God is more 
concerned and manifefted m pofitive ordinances 
than in any other branches of holy worfhip ; fo it 
is evident, from the hiftory of the J^ewifli churchy 
which is the hiftory of Providence for near two • 
thoufand years, that the divine jeahufy was never 

* Some of my readers will be pleafed, I doubt not, with 
the following tKovghts of Orobins, a learned Jew, on the 
fubjeA of pofiuve inftitutions^ * 'Litx. ritiialis ex JUegijQlatocij^ 
arbitrio duntaxat pcndct, aliqnandoy vel in phirimum nullo 
4^undamento in natural! rattone invento : fed non ob id in<» 
feriorem perfodlionis graduni obtinet fuppofita JLegiflatori» 
infinita Sapientia et Bonitate : alttoris potiu<«, ex fublimioris 
ordinis cenferi debet .: fiquidem f uppofito, quod fumuie bonus, 
et fapicns Deus vanas et incptas Leges homini prasfcribere 
nequit ; quantum nobis eariim ratio magis abdtta,.tantum ad 
divin» Sapicnti« fcrcrctimi magis pertin ere, oportct crcda- 
mus: quod nobis nee curiofe, nee phiiofophice fcrutari licet, 
fed obedienter ejus impcrio fubjici, quo noftrum amorcm, 
et debitam reverentiam fimuuo Creatori praf ilemos : omnia 
qus nobis obfervanda proponit, fua infinita fapientia digna, 
valde bona, et pCFfedlifllma, toto corde credciites : iive t\ 
.polUt, fi vellet, difpenfare, five pro allqua occafionc intermit- 
tere : et inHgnions ell obsdientia ea obfervare cuam qua: a 
Deo etiam imperata in ratione noftra fundata invenimus : 
ifta Bqufdem, etiamfi Deus umi juifir, homines fcirent» et ob* 
fervarc poffent, ut plurimi ex gentibus nullo ad Dcum hab- 
ito refpedu fcccrunt.* Apud fttapferum, Inftitutt Thcolog. 
l«letii. Tjwn lU. Chap. XI. § aj8. 



c8 Apology for the mpttjts. 

fooncT inflamed, nor ever Tdor^ awfully exprefled, 
than when God's ancient people failed in their 
obedience to fuch commands, or deviated from 

. the prefcribed rule of fuch inftitutions. The dc- 
ilrudtion of Nadab and Abihu, by fire from heav- 
en ; the breach that was made upon Uzzah ; the 
fligma fixed and the curfes denounced on Jero- 

. boam; together with the fall and ruin of all 
Tnankindy by our fird father's difobedience to a 

. poiitive command) arc among the many autlien- 
tic proofs of this aflertion. — Nor need we wonder 

. at the divine procedure, in feverely punilhing fuch 
offenders. For knowingly to difobey the pofiti^e 

. laws of Jehovah, is to impeach his wifdom or his 
.^oodnefs, in fuch inftitutions ; and impioufly to 
<leiiy his legiflative authority and abfolute do- 
minion over his creatures. And though the 
^nethods of Providence, under the gofpel econo* 
amy, are apparently mu^h more mild and gentle, 
5n regard to offenders in fimilar cafes ; yet our 
^obligation to a confcientious and puudual obedii- 
«nce are not in the leaft relaxed. For that divine 
<declaration, occafioned by the dreadful cataftro- 
phe of Aaron's difobedient fons, is an eternal 
truth, and binding on all generations ; ^' / will be 
JanSffUi in them that come nlgb me.*'* When God 
/peaks, we (hould be ail attention ; and when he 
commands, we (hould be all fuhm'tj[Ji<in. The clear«> 
er light which God has afforded, and the richer 
grace which Chrift has manifefted, under the 
prefent difpenfation ;. are fo far from leffensngi that 
they evidently inpreafe our obligations to perform 

,, every divine command relating to Chriftian "wor- 
Ihip, For, certainly, it muft be allowed, that 

• Set Levit. ix, 1 , a, 3. 
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f they on whom greater favours are bellowed and 
higher honours conferred, are fo much the more 
obliged to revere, love, and obey their divine Ben- 
efa<5or- And, as a certain author juftly obferves, 
♦ To take advantage of dark furmlfes, or doubtful 
reafonxng, to elude obligations of any kind, is al- 
ways looked upon as an indication of a diftioneft 
heart.** Accuried, then, is the principle, and 
rebellious is the condudl of thofe profeflbrs, who 
think themfelves warranted, by the grace of the 
gofpel, to trifle with God's pofitive appointments, 

, any more than the priefts or the people were of 
old. For whether Jehovah lay his commands on 
Gabriel in glory, or on Adam in paradife ; 
whether he enjoin the performance of any thing on 

<Patriarchs, or Jews, or Chriftians, they are all and 
equally bound to obey, or elfe his commands muft 

.•ftand for nothing. Neither diversity of economy, 

-nor difference of ftate, makes any alteration in this 
refpe<5t ; for we m aft be abiblutely independent 

'<)f God, before our obligations to obey him can 
be diflbived. But as the fonner is impoiSble, fo 
is the latter.^ 

When I confider myfelf as contending with Pa- 
cificus, I cannot but efteem it *happinefs to find, 
tliat my reafoning in the laft paragraph, is very 
ftrongly fupported by the folio wyig quotation- 
which is taken from a little publication tliat ^ 

*^eived (bmething more than a bare imprimaturyfrom 
Mr. John Rykmd. And as Pacificus pays an 
uncommonjregard to Mr. Ryland's judgment, in 
matters of this kind ; I (hall not be thought ^ 

• Dr. OfwaM's Appeal to Common Scnfe, p. ai. 
-t ^^'itlU Mi&eL Sac Tom. L Lib. U. DiiTer. 11. § ,3. 
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fuming, if I fummon his attention to what the 
latter avows, as exprefling his own opinion. The 
paflage to which I refer, is this : < The ordi- 
nances of the gofpel are eftabliftied by the au- 
thority of Chrift, as king and fupreme law- 
giver in his church ; they are particularly en- 
forced by his own example, and his will exprefsly 
<leclared : and as they have no dependence on 
any circumftances, which are liable to vary in 
different countries, or diftant periods of time, 
it neceflarily follows that the primitive model 
of adminiftration Jhould he JlnSly and confcien* 
tloujly adhered to. No pretence to greater propri- 
ety, nor any plea of inconveniency, can juftify our 
ioldly oppojing the authority of God by the alteration of 
ins iawf and fubdituting a human ordinance in- 
flead of a divine. In a former difpenfation, in 
•which the ritual was numerous and burdenfome, 
the great Jehovah was particularly jealous of his 
honour as Supreme Lawgiver, and looked upon 
the leqfi innovation as a dire& opprjition of his author^ 
ity, Mofes, we are informed, was admont/hed of 
Ood to make all things according to the pattern Jhenved 
him in the mount. And thofe unfortunate youths 
who prefumed to alter the form of his religion, 
and worftiipped him in a way he had not com- 
manded, fell under the fevereft marks of his diA 
■J^leafure ; wlfich (hews that he looked upon the 
lead innovation in the ceremonial pari of his pre- 
cepts, as an impious and daring oppofition a^d con* 
/rm// of his authority, and as deferving of pecu- 
liar and^diftinguifhed vengeance, as a dire^ and 
open violation of the moral law. And as the 
great King of the univerfe required fudi exaftnefs 
and punctuality, and inflfted on fucb fcrupulQus 
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^^a^nefs in the performance of the minuted rite 
belonging to the legal difpenfation ; it would be 
extremely difficult toiiffign a reafon why he fhould 
be more lax and careUfsy and allow a greater fcopi 
to human difcretion under the Chriftian [econo- 
my.] The greater light which fhines in our relig- 
ion, xhe fmall number smdjimflicity of its ceremoni- 
als, and the en J and defign of thofe inftitutions be- 
ing more clearly revealed ; are reafons which 
Jlrongly indicdte the contrary. And if it be further 
obferved, that the religion of Jefus is particularly 
calculated to Jet ajtde worldly *tvtfdom and mortify 
the pride of man i it cannot, without great abfurd- 
ity, be fuppofed, that the fublime Author of it'will 
dtfpenfe with the performance of his pifitlve la^ws, or 
admit, of the leaft variation^ to honour that wifdom, 
or indulge that pride which the whole fcope of 
his gofpel hath a manifefl: tendency to abafe. 
Surely then it behoves Chridians, in an affair of 
fuch coniequence, to be circum(pe<5t and wary ^ 
it will certainly be well for them, if they can give 
a good account; of their pradice, and a fatisfadlo- 
ry anfwer to that important queftion, Who hath 
required thk at your hand?* '^ — Had Mr. Ky land only 
recommended that little piecie to the public, which 
contains this excellent pafTage, he would certainly 
have deferved my (incereft thanks. For the quo- 
tation produced may be juftly confidered as a 
compeffdhus anfwer to all that PaciHcus has wrote, 
and to all that he can write, in defence of free 
communion, fo long asheprofefleshimfelf a'Bap- 
tilh Whether he will make a reply 'jo the ani- 
madvcrfions of mj feeble pen, I cannot pretend to 

• Six Vicwi cf'Bclicverii* Bapufm, p. i; — ao. 
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&Y ; but I think he will hardly have courage^ in> 
any future publicatioc on . the fubjedl before us, 
openly to confront and attack his dearefl and mojk- 
it^ittiaie friend, Mr. Ryland. . 

Though the Lord's fupper is a pofitive inftitu- 
tion of Jefus Chrift, and though we cannot know- 
a^y thing at all about it» but what we learn from . 
the New Teftament ; yet our brethren make, not 
the word of revelation, but the meaiiire of light,., 
atad the difpofitions of a candidate for fellowfliip^ 
the rule of admifHon to it. — This appears from, 
hence. A perfon applies to one of their churches 
for communion in the ordmances of God's houfe ; 
the pador of which community, and a great ma- 
jority of its members, are B^tids. He gives a 
reafbn of the hope that is in him, to general fatif- 
faction* His moral condu<5t is good, and his 
character amiable. The pallor, in the name of ^ 
the churchy defires to know what are his views 
of baptifm. He declares himfelf a Pxdobaptift ^ 
iays he was baptized in his infancy, and is quite 
iatisfie4 with it. Now, neithei: thepaftor, nor tlie 
generality of his people, can look' upon this a.s, 
baptifra ; but confider it as an invention cf men, 
and a corruption of the vvorftiip of God. Confe- 
^uently tliey would be glad if his views, in tliat 
refpedl:, were otherwife. They agree, however,., 
to receive him into communion* And why? Be- 
caufe they believe that Chrifl pommanded, or that . 
the fcriptures warrant infant fprlnkUng ? No fuch 
thing. Becaufe the New Teftament plainly in- 
forms them, that unbdpti%ed converts were admitted 
to the Lord's table fn the appftolic churches?-. 
Not in the leatt. Becaufe Jefus Chrift has ex* 
preisly granted them -^ difpcnftng po^Qsr^ in regard i 
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w> bapttfin ? They difclaim any fuch grant.* 
What, then, is the grouiid on which they proceed ? 
Why, truly, the candidate Mieves^ \s fully perftiadedi 
that infant fprinklin^ is teal baptifiii ; and has 
been inform^, that he was adually fprinkled in 
the firfl Aate of his life. On this foundation they 
admit him to the Lord's table ; and, which is very 
remitrkable, they receive him with a cordial good 
will, to have him baptized afterwards, if ever he 
dffcover an inclination towards it. Their charity 
forbids them treatin? a Chrifttan t^ imbaptitttdf if 
he do but heartily helltve himfelf to be b^ptiz^d. 
As if that could not be wrong, which a iincere 
difciple of Chrift Hrmly concludes to be right J 
Or, as if we were bound, in certain cafes, pracfli- 
cally to allow that to be right, which w€ are folly 
perfuaded is really wrong I— But might not the 
paftor of fuch a church, on the fame principle, 
and with equal countenance from the fcripture, 
Sapth&e a perfon defirous of it, without a profeffion 
of faith, and without any evidence that he is a 
believer in Je{\xs Chrift ^ For, as Facificus and 
Candidas argue, in regard to baptifm, Who is to 
be the judge of what is^ of is not fakh f Moft 
certainly eaery manjhr himfelf ^ and not one for an- 

# • * The CKurch of Rome fra^lf acknowledge!, by her 
delt;ga.tes dTembied in the Counctl.^f Treat, tlut our fove* 
r^go Lorcl, when he inftitttted tise holy iiippcr, 4dminiAer- 
ed in both kinds, aud chat it wa< fo adaiiniflered for foioe 
time ; (he, however, cxprefsiy claims an authority to dif- 
petife with that order. Now, though I would hy no meant 
infinuate, that out brethren are equally culpable with thar 
mother of abottitnation* ; yet it may adibit of a query, 
whetliier, in this particular, ibe he «ot liiore e%rtffitmt .with 
icf/ei/, than they f Council of Ircot, Sef. XXI. Cap. h 
II. flT. 

G 
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other ; elfe we deftroy the * right of priyate jud^-. 
menty and go about to eftablim a Popifh infalU* 
bility againO: the liberty of the gofpel. I have 
no bufmefs with suiy man's confcience. but my 
own, unlefs in endeavouring, in a proper manner^ 
better to indrudl it, where it appears to be wrong. 
If my Pjedobaptift brother is fatisfied in his own mind 
that he is rightly baptized [or truly converted} 
he is fo to himfelf.' — ^What is there in a falfe per- 
fuafion relating to baptifm, tliat merits the regard 
of a churchy any more than in a deception about 
faith and converfion, to deferve the connivance 
of a minifler ? for the felf-deception is fuppofed to 
bp as real in the one cafe as in the other ; though 
the ftate of the two candidates, and the danger 
attending their refpedive mtft^kes, are, undoubt- 
edly very ^different. If, notwithftanding, our 
fovereign I^rd has not virtually forbidden, us to 
baptize any without a profefiion of faith, what 
right (have \7e fo to limit the adminiilration of 
that ordinance ? And if our divine Lawgiver has 
tacitly prohibited anbaptized believers approach- 
ing hfs table, by what authority do we admit- 
them \ Now I appeal to the reader, I appeal to 
Chriftians in general, whether there be not as 
much evidence in the New Teftament, that bap- 
tifm was adminiilered^y the apoftles, to fucfa 
whom they did not confider as believers in Jefus 
Chrid ; as there is to conclude^ that they received 
Any to communion, before th6y confidered them 
as baptized believers. It is' not the meafure of a 
believer's knowledge, nor the evidence of his in- 
tegrity ; nor is it the charitable opinion we form 
About his iicceptance with God, that is the rule of 
his admilCon to die facred fupper ; but the precepts 
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of J^efus Chrift, Jind the pra&tce of the ap'oftolfc 
churches- To depart from this only rule of our 
conduA, through ignorance, is a culpable error ; 
and knowingly to deviate^rom it, is nothing fliort 
x)f rebellion againft the fovereign majefty of Zt- 
On\<i King* 

To diipetrfe with the pofitive appointnients of 
JeAis Chrift, or to reverfe the order of their ad- 
miniilration, in condefcenfion to weak believers, 
and with a view to tlie gloty of God, cannot be 
right. For, as an eminent author obferves, 
* They muft be evafions pad underftanding, that 
can hold water againft a divine order— God ntv- 
«r gave power to any man, to change bis ordi- 
nances, or to diipenfe with them. God is a jeal- 
ous God, and careful of his fovereignty ! *Tis not 
for any ittferior perfon to alter the ftamp and im • 
predion the prince commands. None can coin 
ordinances but Chrift ; and, till he call them in, 
they ought to be current among us.'* — To which 
I may add the teftimony of afiother learned 
writer, who lays, when fpeaking of baptifm ; * As 
the falvation of men ought to be dear unto us ; 
fo the glory of God, which confifteth in that his 
orders be kept^ ought to be much more dear J \ — Yet 
here, I humbly conceive, our brethren are faulty- 
For what is dtfpenfing with a pofitive appointment, 
but laying if afide, or conniving at a negle(ft of it, 
on fuch occaiions in which it was commanded 
tro be , adminiftered ? Now, on their Antipaedo- 
baptift principles, they adAiit unbaptxzed perfons 

• Chamock'i Works, Vol. 11. p. 763, 773, 774. Edit. x. 

t Caftwright, itt Wair« Hiftory of infant Baptifm, Ptrf 
4. Chap. X5» 
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:hc Lord's table ; many of whom are never 
itized. In regard to fuch, therefore^ tliey lay 
irely afide, they annul the ordinance* That 
y reverfe the order of two pofitive inArtutions, is 
I ally clear ; nunibers of thofe whom they ad-- 
: to the Lord's table, having communion wicb 
m in that ordinance for many years^ before 
y are baptized. And that this very fmgular 
idud proceeds from a regard to the edification 
fincere, but lefs informed believerSf and in 
>es that God will be glorified by it ; they often 
rt. Difpenfe with a divine ioiltlutioni for the 
Scation of weak believers ! Invert the order of 
d's appointments and break his pofitive laws^ 
b a view to his glory ! Theological paradoxes 
fe, which feem to border on that hateful An?- 
»mian maxim* <^ I^et us do evil that go6d may 
le.'' A pofitlon, which the pen of infpiration 
crates; yrhich every virtuous mind abhors, 
: that no pretence of doing honour to God, 
any plea of being ufeful to men, can poiHhly 
?rve the leaft regard} if the meafures whicli 
ft be purfued to obtain the end interfere witli the 
ine revealed will, ye learn from various fafts re* 
ded in . the Bible. Uzzah, for inilancey when 
put fortli his hand to fupport the tottering ark. 
Light, no doubt, be was doing honour to him 
> dwelt between the ckerubims, over the mer- 
eat; and, at the fame time, a$ that facred 
er was of the laft importance m the ancient 
liluary, he (hewed an equal regard to the edi- 
tion of his fellow worfhippers, by endeavouring 
>referve it from injury. But» notwithftandtug 
fair pretext ; nay, though the man after God's 
1 heart faw little amifs in his conduA ; (peiv 
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liaps, thought he deferved pralfe) as th^ ^fk, with 
*all that pertained to it, and its whole niaxiagement, 
were oi pofttive appointfrnent ; he, whofe name is 
JEALOUS, was greatly oiFended. The fmcere, 
the well-meaning man, having no command, nor 
any example for what he did, fell under Jehovah's 
anger, and loft his life, as the reward of his offi- 
cioufnefs. And as the Holy Gholl'has recorded 
the fadl fo. circuniltantially,* we havereafon to 
confider it as a warning to all, of tlie danger there 
is in tampering with pojiiive ordinances ; and as 
a landing evidence, that God will havejiis caufe^ 
fupported and his appointments admimftered, in 
his own waj.-^The cafe of Saul, and the language 
of Samuel to that difobedient monarch, inculcate 
the fame truth. " The people," faid Saul to the 
venerable prophet, " took of the fpoil, Iheep and 
oxen-'-^to facriflce unto ths Lord thy God in Gijgal. 
And Samuel faid, Hath the Lord as great delight 
in burnt-offerings and facrifices,as in obeying thefvoice 
of the Lord, ? Behold, to obey is hdter than facrifice, 
and to hearken than the fat of rams. For rebjcllion 
is as the iin of witchcraft, and (luUbonmefs is as 
^iniquity and ido]atry,*'f — Remaikabie words I 
The king of Ifrael, we find, pleaded a regard to 
the worlnip and the honour of God. The cattle 
were fpared, that Jehovah's altar might be furnifh- 
ed with plenty of the fineft facrifices. 13ut Sam- 
uel foon ovenuled this fair pretence. ' He quickly 
informed the infatuated prince, that obedience to 
divine appointments, elpecially in fuch duties as 
depend entirely on an exprefs command {as the 
utter deftrudion of Anialek did, and as commu- 

* % Sam. vi. i— ix. f i Sam. XT. 4i, »*, »3- 
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nion at the Lord's table now does) is better in 
the fight, of God, than heciitombs of bleeding fac- 
rifices, or clouds of fmoking incenfe : and, confe- 
*quently, better than a misapplied tendernefs to 
any of our fellow-creatures, or a mifguided zeal 
to promote their peace and edification. At die 
fame time the prophet aflures him, that when the 
Mod High commands, nothing can excufe a non- 
performance ; becaufe difobedience to a plain^ 
pofitlvci known command, is juftly cla/Ted vrixhfdoU 
atry and witchcraft, 

A very fenfible writer, in the conclufion of a 
difcourie upon this paflage, obferves; That we 
may learn from this text, what are the true char- 
a^eriftics of acceptable obedience. * 1 1 muft be 
impUclt ; founded immediately on the authority o^ 
God. We mull not take upon us to judge of 
the moment and importance of any part of his will, 
further than he hath made it known himfclf. It 
is a very dangerous thing {or us to make comparifons 
between one duty and another ; cfpecially widi a 
▼iew ofdifpenjing with any of them, or altwtng their 
order^ and lubditutine one in another's place.' — 
Another * charadler of true obedience is, that it be 
felf denied 9Xid impartial ; that it be notdiredled or 
4qualified by our prefcnt intercd. — It is too com- 
mon, that our own intereft both paints out the 
objed, and afljgns the meafure of our obedience ; 
and in that cafe, it does not deferve the name of 
obedience to God at all. When the Chriftian is 
devoted to God, ready at his call, and equally dif- 
pofed to any employment affigned him in provi- 
dence, he then may be faid indeed to do his will, — 
It muft * be univer/alf without any exception. Saul, 
and the childrem of Ifrael, had complied fo fsr 
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with the order given them, tliat the greateft part 
both of the people and fubftance of Amalek wa« 
deftroyed 5 but he ftopped fhort, and knowingly 
left unfinifhed what had been enjoined him by the 
fame authority.' * 

When a Padobaptift applies for, communion 
with Baptifts, he a^s upon a perfuafion that he 
has been rightly and truly bapt//^d 2 for there is 
reafbn to believe, that the generality of our l^xdo- 
baptift brethren would ftart at the thought of par- 
taking at the Lord's table, while they confider 
themfelves as unbaptized. Confequentlj, when 
our opponents admit one of them to communion, 
they confirm him in what they confider as a falfe , 
prei'umption, and pra<flically approve of what, at 
other times, they boldly pronounce a human in-- 
ventiorif a tradition of men, and tvili-'wor/hlp ; for 
fuch infant sprinkling muft be, if not a divine ap- 
pointment. Nor can they exculpate themfelves, in 
this-refpeft, unleP they were profpjfcdly to receive 
him, as unhaptixed* Becaufe ho etin/lders hirafcif as 
baptized, he dejires communion as baptized ; nor 
has he any idea of fitting down at the Lord's ta^ 
ble, ^7J unbapii%ed\ weD knowing, that fuch an at- 
tempt would be contrary to the apoftolic pattern, 
and to the fenfe of tbeChriftian church in general. 

That circumcifion was^by divine command, an 
indifj:)€nfable qualification, in every inal^, for a 
participation of the Jewilh pafTover, and couimu,- 
nion in tjie fandluary worlliip, is generally allow- 
-cd. And though I am far from thinkii'ig that bap- 
tifra came in the place of circumcifion, ss many 
^♦f our Psdobaptift brethren fuppofe ; yet that the 

* Dr. Whhcrfpocn's iVaftical Difccurres, Vol. I. p. ; ."5, 
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former is equally heceffary to communion at the 
Lord's table, under the Chriftian economy, as the 
latter was to every male, in order" to partake of 
the pafchal feaft, and to unite in the tabernacle 
fervice, I am full J- perfuaded. Nor is my opinion 
lingular. It has been the fenfe of the Chriftian 
church in every age ; and, excepting thofe Bap- 
tifts who plead for free communion, it is the voice 
of the Chriftian world in general at this day. — I 
do not find that the neceffity of circumcifion,^ for 
the purpofes juft mentioned, was ever controvert- 
ed, either by the ancient or modem Jews. We 
will fuppofe, however, for the fake of argument, 
that it wa« difputed in the Jewifh church ; and 
that, aniidft a great variety of interefting intelli- 
gence, which the Rabbinical writers pretend to 
give, concerning ancient cuftorns and ancient dif- 
putes, they are found to fpeak as fellows:'* In 
the days of our mafter, Mofes, ^jfputes arofe about 
the iiature and neceffity of circSmcifion ; that is» 
whether the ancient rite was to be performed on 
the fore/kin^ or on ^f tiger ; and, whether it was an 
indifjienfably requitke qualification, in every mal6» 
for a ieat at the pafchal feaft, and admiffion to 
the fan<5luary woVlliip; The generality of our 
fathers maintained, that no male, though a fon of 
Abraham j that no Gentile, though he might 
acknowledge and ferve Abraham's .God ; had 
any claim to communion in thofe joyful and (bl- 
emn fer vices, if he was not circumcifed according 
to the divine cdmmahd. Others contended with 
no lefs afTurance, that circumcifidn being only an 
4futioardJtgn of what is internal and Spiritual ; eve- 
ry male, whether a defcendant from the loins of 
pur father Abraham^ or one of the Gentile rac^> 
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who knew and feared th$ God of Ifraely bad an 
undeniable claiip to fellowfhip* though it were 
not the forefkin of his flefh, but a finger that wa» 
circomcjfed. The latter averted) with great coii- 
fidencci that the holy blefled God having accept- 
ed fucb» (as plainly appeared by their having tlie 
internal and fpiritual circumciHon) it would be 
tAfurd and uncharUahk to refuie them communion* 
And when difputing with their opponents, they 
would with an air of fuperior confidence demand ; 
Will yQu rejedl from fellowfhip thofe whom God 
has received ?-^Abfolutely rejed thofe who have 
the thing Jigntfied^ barely beCaufe^ ia your opinton^ 
they want the external Jign .^-**Thofe who poffefs 
the fubftancet perhaps,- to a much greater degree 
than yourfelves, merely becaufe diey want the 
Jhadow ? What, will you refufe communioa to a 
brother Ifraelite« or a pious Gentile^ in tlie t-ahsr-- 
nock here below, with whom you hope to enjoy 
everlading fellowfhip in the temple above ? Strange 
attachment to the manner of performing an extern 
nal rite J Befide$» great allowances muR be made 
for the prejudices of education. Thefe our breth- 
ren whom you rejed, as if they were heaihens, as 
if they were abfolutely unclean ; have been edu- 
cated in the ftrongeft prejudices againfl what we 
think tlie true circumcifion* They have been 
taught from' their earlieil infancy, that though our 
fathers, for a few centuries after the rite was eftab- 
liflied, generally circumcifed the foreikin ; yet 
that the part on which the ceremony was firft per* 
formed, is by no means ejentlal to the ordinance. 
And, therefore, as various inconveniencies were 
found to attend the mode of adminiftration then 
generally pra€lifed ; inftead of cutting oflfthe/r^- 
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futiunif many began to circumcife zjinger ; which 
has been the cuftom in fome of our tribes ever 
iince, and which, they ftrenuoufly plead » is not for- 
bidden by any 4ivine revelation. This, we read- 
ily acknowledge^ 4s a miftalce ; nor dare we, on 
any account, imitate their proceedings in that re- 
fpe^ : becaufe, with us, there is no doubt, that 
the God of our fathers ordained it otherwi^je. 
But yet, as all have not the fame opportunities of 
information, nor an equal meafure of light ; and 
as our brethren are verily perluaded that they 
have been circumcifed according to the divine 
command j (for if they were not, they would 
readily comply with our mode of proceeding) it 
is our indifpenfable duty to preceive them in love» 
and not harafs their minds with ^^ doubtful dif- 
putations'^ about a matter that is i^ot e/fentiaL 
For we all worihip the fame God; and, fo far as 
bis moral worlhip is concerned, in the fame way ; 
though we happen to differ about an external rite» 
that is by no means efTential, either to fpiritual 
worfliip here, or to the falvation of our fouls here- 
aifter. — Befides, though it be admftted that tlie 
divinely appointed mode of adminiftering the fa- 
cred rite is aifome importance ; yet it muft be ad*> 
ipitted, that the edification of fuch as truly fear 
God is of infinitely greater importance. But, if you 
exclude them from the folemn fan^luary worihip, 
you debar them from a capital mean of their 
fpiritual benefit. You ihould alfo confider, wh6 
is to be the judge of what is, or is not, the true 
circumcifion. Every man, moil certainly, muft 
judge for himfelf, and not one for another ; elfe 
you deftroy the right of private judgment y you 
^nvade the iaqred prerogative <:»f cbnlcience ; and 
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tacitly advance a claim to infallibility. If your 
brethren) who circumcife a finger inftead of the 
part appointed, be fatisfied in their onvn minds^ 
they are circumcifed to themfehes ; and while the 
anfwer of a good confcience attends it, God will 
and does own them in it, to all the ends defigned 
by it; fo that while they confider it as laying them 
under the fame obligations to holinefs of heart and- 
life, as we confider our circumcifion to do us, why 
fhould you not have fellowfhip with them ? — 
Nor are you fufficiently aware, how much you injure 
the cauie of real religion, and promote the baneful 
interefts of infidelity, by being fo ftridt and rigid. 
Were you to be more candid and charitable, in re* 
gard to this matter, it might be expe^ed that num- 
bers of our brethren, who, it muft be allowed, ad- 
minider this rite in a very improper manner ; would 
cordially unite with us, and, in time, utterly re- 
nounce their miftake. We fhould alfo have rea- 
fon to hope, that many of our Gentile neighbours, 
who deteft circumctfion^ as performed by us, might 
become profelytes to tlie Jewifh religion, and 
worfhip the mod high God in fellowfhip with us- 
But fo long as you infifl, hot only on the rite it- 
felf ( for that we ourfelves are not willing to give 
up entirely) hut on xhatmodeof adminiftration 
which is fo obnoxious to them as indifpenfably 
neijefTary to communion with you j it will be, not 
only a wall 0/ partition between us and them, but a 
bone of contention among the chofen tribes them- 
felves. Confequently it muft impede, greatly im- 
pede, the exercife of that love to God, and that 
affection for man, which are of much greater im- 
portance than the moft accurate performance of a 
merely external rite.' 
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^ow fuppofing our brethren in the courfe of 
ir reading to meet with fuch an account^ what 
aid they think of it ? What would they fay > 
ey would, undoubtedly, fufpcd the troth of the 
ole* They would confider it as a Rabbinical 
le. But how would their indignation rife, 
re the fabulous narrator to proceed and aflert ; 
hat Mofes and Jo(hua, warmly efpouling this 
:er opinion, added much to its credit*' This, they 
uld fay, is abfolutely incredible, and a vile afper-* 
1 on the chara(5ters of thofe illuftrious faints. Had 
dab and Abihu been mentioned as the abettors 
this unfcriptural practice, there, would have 
;n lefs reafon to deny the truth of the whole 
ition ; becaufe they were guilty of innovating 
the worfhip of God, and were awfully puniihed 
it. But thus to reprefent the moft pious, ex- 
plary, and excellent men in all the IfraeJitilh 
np, is beyond the bounds, not only of credi- 
ty, but alfo of decency. Reflexions of this 
d^ I am perfuaded, they would readily make, 
re they to find fuch a narration in the Tal- 
id, or in any Rabbinical author.— « And now 
'C me leave again to remind them ; That, ac- 
ding to tlie judgment of the Chriftian world 
general, circumcifion was not more neceifary 
all the males, who defired communion at the 
chal fupper and in the folemn fervices of the 
lemacle, than baptifm is to fellowship in the 
riftian church, and a feat at the Lord's table — 
lat there is, on their ovm principles, a wider 
i a more material difference between baptifm,' 
now administered to infants, and baptiiVn, as 
pointed by JefusChrift ; than there would have 
in, .between cutting off the forefkinand circaTR- 
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ciflng a finger : becaufe the latter would have 
been ctrcvmcijion^ and the circumcifioR of a proper 
fuhje8 alfo, though not of the part required ; but 
k^mkllngy whether infants or adults, is no more 
Japtifm^ in their account^ than it is Immirfion-^^And. 
that, had any members of the ancient fynagogue 
introduced, or admitted* fuch an alteration as that 
fuppofed ; they might have defended it on the 
fame general grounds, and with much greater 
plaufiWlity, in feveral refpefts at leaft, than our 
brethren can the pradice of free communion. 
For I appeal to my reader, whether the Penta- 
teuch of Mofes and the icriptures of the prophets 
do not fay as much of the oiie, as the evangelical 
jiidory and the writings bi the apoftles do of the 
Qther? 

Faul, when meeting with certain difciples at 
Ephefus, defired to know, whether they had re^ 
ceived the Holy Ghoft insce^ they believed. To 
whom they anfwered, ^* We have not fo much as 
heard whether there be any Holy Ghoft.** On 
which the ap^le put the following queflion : 
«* Unto what then were ye baptised ?" And they 
faid, "Unto John's baptifm.'' From which it 
plainly appears, that as theie pedbns profefied to 
be difciples of Jefus Chrift, Paul took ii for granted 
they had been baptized. For hts query is not. 
Have you been baptized t But, " UntOy or into, 
tubal then were ye baptized ?** He inferred their 
baptifm from their profeflion : and he had reaibn fo 
to do. For he well knew, that the firft adminiftrator 
of the ordinance required a fubmifCon to it, of all 
that brought ** forth fruits meet for repentance ;** 
that the apoilolic miniftry demanded the fame ad 
of obedience, from all that believed in Jefus Chrift ; 

H 
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and the adminiftration of baptifm is ^ part of th^ 
minifterial office, being (Iri^ly conneded with 
teaching the difciples of Chrift, " to obferve all. 
things which he has commanded." And, als aii 
author before quoted, juftly remarks ; * We find 
that the preachers of the gofpel always did it, and 
the people who gladly received the word, defired 
it. How indifferent foever it appears to fome in 
our days, yet the grace of God never failed to ftir 
iip an early regard to it in times of old.'* — But 
though the great apoftle, when meeting with thofe 
difciples at Ephefus, made no d^uht of their having 
been baptized, even before tliey informed him of 
it ; yet our brethren's conduft forbids us forming 
the fame conclufion with equal eafe and certainty,, 
concerning all that are in communion with them* 
Nay, Pacificushimfelf, for inflance, does not con- 
fider all that belong to his community as baptized 
perfons. So that were the apoflle's query ad- 
drefTed to him, with a little alteration ; Into what 
were the Paedobaptift members of your church 
baptized ? His anfwer as a Baptift, muil be ; 
Into-^^nothing : for / do not cohfider them as bap- 
tized at ail. — Paul, as before obferved, when cor- 
reeling fome irregularities in the church at Co« 

♦ Mr Bradbury's Duty and Dodrine of Baptifm, p. 
7C. — In a preceding page of the feme freatife, he fays ; 
* I hear there are feveral who fuppofe that baptUm i« only 
the work of thofe that are grown up, and yet negled it 
thcmfelves. My brethren, whoever is in the right in dncm 
trine^ you arc quite wrong in pra^ke. Do not defpife liic 
advice of one who has more value for your happinefs, than 
he has for his own opinion. I will give it you in the words 
of Ananias; "Why tarriefl thou ? A rife and be baptized, 
wafliing away thy fms, and calling on Che name of the Lord," 
See,, as above p. 1 6. 
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xinth, fay,s : " We have no fuch cudoiHy neither the 
cliurches of God." From which we may fafely 
conclude, th^t whatever is now prai^ife.d in the 
worlhip of God, which has not a precedent in the 
conduct of the apoftles and tl;ie primitive churches^ 
is unwarrantable. And as our opponents believe 
that Paul knew of no fuc}i cjuftpm as infant fprink* 
ling ; as it alfo appears from his language to his 
difciples at Ephefus, that he knew of no fuch cuf- 
tom, among believers, as deferring a fubmifiion 
to baptifm for months and years ^ fo we have 
reafon to infer, that he was equally ignorant of 
any fuch cuflom, as admitting unbaptized believ- 
ers to the Lord's table. Nay, our brethren do 
not pretend that he knew of any fuch thing. But* 
however it was in the apoftolic age, which is now 
hoary with great antiquity, that bold perverter of 
gofpel truth, Socinusy introduced the cufton> of re- 
ceiving unbaptized perfons to communion ; many 
of his pupils adopted it ; and our brethren con- 
tinue it : which reminds us of the old faying, Tha 
times are changed^ and we are changed in them. 

Once more : Either Jefus Chrift has ixiformed 
ns in the New Teftaraent what baptiim w, and 
what is requifite to communion at his table, or he ha$ 
not. If the former, we cannot admit any thing 
as baptifm, which ve believe is not fo ; nor re- 
ceive any to communion, but thofe whom we con- 
fider as qualified according to his dire^ions, 
without violating our allegiance to him as the 
King Mefliah, and rebelling againft his govern- 
inent. lithe latterf there is no judge in Ifrael, 
^nd every one may do that which is right in his 
own eyes, in regard to thefe inftitutions. Yes, if 
our Lord inftituted baptifm, and left it undeter- 
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mined how and to ivhom itihould be adminiftered ; 
if he appointed the facred fupper, without char^ 
aSerl%lng thofe who are to partake of it ; his min^ 
iftering fervants have a difcretioiial power to ad- 
tninifter them how and to whom they pleafe. 
And if fo, our brethren may fprinkk or immeifey 
infants or adults, juft as their own convenieticy 
and the difpofittons of their people requite. Nay, 
they may proceed a ftep further, aiid admit the 
infant offspring of their P^dobaptift friends to 
the Lord's table; which was the geraeral cuftom 
for feveral ages, in the apoftate ftate of the Chrif- 
ttan churchy and, as a learned author informs us^ 
i« yet the pra<aice of « very neat i^/z^the Chriftia^ 
in the world.'* Then their communion would iSe 
free indeed^ entirely free from the ihackles of divine 
commands, and from the untoward influence of 
;^poftolic precedent* 



SECTION IV. 

Several Parages of Scripture confideredy nphteh our 
Brethren produce in favour ofiheir SentimenU. 

THE caufe which our brethren undertake to 
defend, is denominated by them,Fr^^ Commu* 
mon . That communioh, then, for which they plead, 
nfree. But here I beg leave to a(k. From nvhat ? 
The reftraints of men ? that is a laudable freedom. 
Fn^m the laws of Heaven ? that were a licentious 
liberty. Abfard, in theory ; impoflSble, in faft. 
It never was, it never can be the cafe, that God 
Ihould inftitute a pofuive ordinance of divine wor- 

* I>r. Wall't Hiftory of Infant Baptifm. Part II. c. ix- 
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iQiipy as the Lord's ibpper undoubtedly is ; and 
leave it entirely jp the difcretion of men, to whom 
it fKould be adminiftered/ Free— for w^o« f For 
every one that ^ill J This they do not pretend. 
For all who inaagine themfelyes believers an^ 
qualified for it? This they dare not affert. For^ 
notwithftanding all their candour and all thek* 
catholicifm, they do not confider eyery one that 
^inks himfelf a believer and defires commujifon, 
as fit for it. Hence it is, they afk areafon of the 
candidate's hope, and take the liberty of judging 
for themfelvesi what his hope and the ground of 
it are. * They think it their duty to inquire, in 
what light he vieWs himfelf, and what he believes 
concerning the Son of God. And if, in their 
judgment, he be not converted to Jefus thrift, 
they piit a negative on his requeft ; even though 
they feel an affe^^ion for him, as a moral, a fin- 
cere, a well-meaning man. Here then, is another 
and great limitation 5 a boundary which it would 
not be lawful to fet, if a pofitive inftitution were 
not concerned, and if fiich^ limitation were noe 
fixed by the divine Inftitutor. By parity of rea* 
fon, therefore, if our Lord has given any other 
direftion relating to the fame ordinance, it Ihould 
be regarded with equal reverence and equal punc^ 
duality. 

What, then, \% \he freedom for which they plead I 
Why, that Baptift churches ftiould admit Paedo- 
baptitls into communion with tliem. - In other 
words, that tliey (hould admit believers to thp 
Lord's table, whom*tliey confider as unbaptizc^d. 
A very extraordinary pofition this I Such, how- 
ever, isyr^^ communion : in defence of which, fev- 
eral pamphlets have, of late, been publifliedr And, 

H2 
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who can tell, but fome of our brethren may fo im- 
prove on the do^h'iiie of liberty, m regard to di- 
vine inditutions c^ a pofitive nature^ as to favour 
us, ere long, with a Plea fgr free Bapttfm ? — ^With 
a diifertation, intended to prove the lawfulnefs, 
and, in fome cafes, the neceOity, of adminiflering 
baptifm to fuch whom we coniider as unbelievers ? 
efpecially, if the candidates for that ordinance be 
firmly perfuaded in their own mind, that they 
are believers in Jefus Chriil. At the fame time 
declaring, that it will be at the peril of greatly 
diflionouring real religion, ^ and not a little conirib-' 
uting to the caufe of infidelity y if we refufe. — But let 
us now briefly confider what they fay, in defence 
of their hypothefis. They argue, horn fever al paf- 
fagei of fcripture; from the /«»/fr required of real 
ChtiHiians, in their l)ehaviour one towards another ; 
and objed againd us our ofvn condu&^ in another 
refped. 

The principal paffages adduced from holy wri^ 
and^hereto be confidered, are the following:-— 
^< Him that is weak in the faith receive ye, but 
BOt to doubtful difputations — for God hath re- 
ceived him — Receive ye .one another, as Chrifi: 
alio received us, to the glory of God — ^God, which 
knowedi the hearts, bare them witnefs, giving 
them the Holy Ghoft, even as he did unto us : 
and put nto difierence between us ^nd them, puri- 
fying their hearts by faith — I am made all tilings 
to all men, that I might by all means fave ioxoit.*^^ 
On which paffages we may obferve in general ; 
Whatever their meaning may be, except. our op- 

. * Ram. xiv, I, 3. and xv. 7. A&v xv. 8, % 1 Cor. ix. 
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ponent^s can make it appear, tliat they contain the 
grant of a difperijtng po*wer to gofpel mini Hers an<t 
churches ; that is, unlefs thefe divine declarations 
authorize the minifters and churches of Chrift, to 
fet afide an ordinance of his, or to invert the order 
of its adminiftration, as they may think proper ; 
they are far from anfwering die exigencies of their 
cafe, or ferving the purpofe for which tliey are 
cited. 

Again : The texts produced do not fo much as. 
mention comoannion at the Lord's table, nor ap- 
pear to have the lea ft reference to it. No ; the 
Holy Ghoft has other objeds in view, in each of 
tJie contexts. And as thefe are the principal paJT- 
fages to v/hich our brethren appeal in proof of 
their point, we-may take it for granted, that bet- 
ter are not to be found ; and, confequently, as a 
tacit a.cknowledgmcnt, that pofitive proof is 
■wanting. But if it be allowed, tliat there is no 
ft^fvoe evidence lA favour of their praAice, ft 
amounts to a conceffion that there is no proof at 
all. Becaufe nothing of a politive and ritual na- 
lare can be proved a duty, or agreeable to the 
will of God, merely by our own reafonings ; nor 
by arguments formed on moral precepts and gen» 
<ral rules of conduct. For if ouce we adtmt any 
.thing in the worihip of God, as a duty; that is 
grounded, either on far-fetched inferences from 
fjarticular declarations of fcripture, in which the 
ioly penmen do not appear to have had the lea ft 
thought of the matter in queftion ; or on. onr own 
ideas of expediency afnd ufefulnefs, we ihall not 
know where to ftop. On this principle^ a great 
ntjmber of ceremonies were brought into the 
church of Rome, and might be introduced hy us, 
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though not one of them could ftand that divine 
query, " Who hath required this at your hand ?** 
'As it cannot be proved, by the deductions ot rea- 
fon, that it is the duty of any man to eat bread 
and to drink wine, as a branch of divine worlhfp, 
but only from the teftimony of God, fo what hfe 
has revealed in regard to that matter, is our only 
tule in all that relates to the Lord*? fupper.* 
Confequently, as thefe pafTages fay nothing at all 
about baptifm, nor about- communion al the 
Lord's table, eitlier^r/V/, or free ; they have little 
pertinency of application, or force of argument m 
them. 

Our brethren maiiitnln, when difputing with 
Psedobaptifts, that the New Teftament knows no 
more of infant buptifm, than it does of infant com" 
munion : and that many of the arguments adduced 
in defence of the former, will equally apply to the 
lattenf Here they feem quite confident that tiiey 
have trutli on their fide. But might not Dr- 
Prieftiey, for inflance, who maintains both, retort ; 

* That facred code of Chriftian worfiiip to which 
you appeal, knows as much of our fentlments and 
practice as it does of your's ? Produce your war- 

* Plain account of Bap. Courfe of Lett, to Br, Hcadty, 
p3ge i»7, 128. 

f Dr. Prieftley is alfo of the fame opinion. For he fays, 

* No objedlion can be made to tliis cuftoin, [i. c- of giving 
the L<>rd*s fupper to infants] but what may, v/ith equal foreet 
ix: made to the cuftom of baptizing infants/ And he informs 
us, that infant communion is to this day the pra45tice ofthe 

^ Oreck churches, of the RuOians, the Armenians, tht Maron* 
ites, the Cupts, the Affyrians, and probably all pthcr oriental 
thurches.* Addrefs to Protcftant DiiTenters on giving the 
'JL^i^*s Supper to Children, p. 28, 31. 
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T,iiit from thofe heavenly inftitutes contained tn 
the New Teftament, for admitting a beKever to 
the I-ord's table, in a church of Chrid, while thaf 
very church confiders him as unbaptized : and 
you (liaD not wait long for equally authentic evi- 
dence, that infant baptifm and infant conununiou 
liave die {an(Slion of divine authority. You fre- 
quently a/Tert, that our arguments formed on the 
covenajit made with Abraham ; on the rite of 
circumcidon ; on the holinefs attribHted, by Paul* 
to the children of believers ; and feveral other 
pafTages of fcripture* in defence of an infant's right 
to baptifm, are tnconclufive ; not only becaufe 
that facred inditution is not exprefsly mentioned 
m any of thofe places ; but alio becaufe* in your 
opinion, nothing fhort of an exprefs command, or 
a plain, apolloUc example, can fuffice to dire6t our 
pra(5tice, in the adminiftratton of ordinances that 
are of a pofitive kiud. Yet, when pleading for free 
communion, you adopt this very method of argu- 
ing, and think it quite conclufive : otberwife you 
xiever would appeal with fuch confidence as many 
of you dOf to the pafTages now produced.'*— But 
let us take a mare particular view of the paifages 
now before us. 

The converted Ronians were commanded by 
Paul, to *• receive them that were weak in faith, as 



* ' In things of external appointment,* fayt Dr. Samuel 
Clarke, *and mere pofxt'we inftitution, where we cannot, as in 
matters of natural and moral duty, argue concerning the nat« 
lu'ai reafon and ground of the obligation, and the original 
neceifity of the thing itfclf ; we have nothing to do but to 
4>bey the poHtive command. God is infinitely better able than 
*ye, to judge of the propriety and ufefulnefs of the things he 
inftitutes ; and it becomes us to ahey with humility and rcvcr- 
CBCC* Expof. of Church Catcch. p. 305, 306. Edition a- 
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jGod and Chrift had received them.'* And we are 
plainly informed, that the perfons intended were 
(Itch, a&had not a clear difcemment of their ChriA 
tian liberty, in regard to the eating of meats forbidden 
by the ceremoniU law^ and the obfervation of days ^ 
(that was of old required by it. But what has 
this to do ynxh free communion? Is there no way 
of ^ receiving him that is weak in faith," but by 
admitting him to the Lord's table ?' Mull the ex- 
hortation to receive a Chriftian brother, be confin- 
ed to that lingieinftante of true benevolence? Or, 
fs our frt doing the capital idea and the primary 
fenfeof the precept, in any of Paul's writings'? He 
fays, in this very epiftle, " I commend unto you 
Phebe our fifter,— that jr^ receive her in the Lord." 
Was her admiffion to the holy table the principal 
thing that he defired of the believing Romans, oii 
her account? No; be evidently had fomething 
die in view ;' fomelthihg that would manifeft their 
•love to a difciple of Chrift/niuch more than bare-" 
ly permitting her to have communion with them 
in the facred fupper. For he iiiimediately adds ; 
♦* And that j?e (fjffijther in whatfdever bufinefs flie 
•hath need of you."* Or, did he folicit admiffion 
to the Lord's table, for himfelf and his fellow 
miniftfers, among the Corinthians, when lie faid ; 
** Receive us ; we hftye wronged no man ; we have 
corrupted no man ; we have defrauded no man ?"f 
Or, tor Epaphroditus, "when he thus' exprefled 
himfelf to the Philippians ; *^ Receive him, therefore, 
in the Lord, with all gladnefs,'and hold fuch in 
reputation ?":(: Or, for Onefimus, when he faid 
ro Philemon ; ** Receive him. that is mine own bow- 

♦ Rom. xvi. I, a. f a Cor. vii. 4. \ Philip, it a^.* 
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ds — Receive htm as myfelf ?"* Or, Was coinmu« 
nion at the Lord's table the principal thing 
which the apoftle John had in his eye, when he 
fold ; ** We therefore ought to receive fuch^ that we 
might be fellow-helpers to the truth ?"f It is, I 
will venture to affirm, 2 much greater thing to re- 
Cieive either a weak or a llrong believer, in the fenfe 
of thefe exhortations, than merely to^grant him 
a place at the Lord's table. Why* then, ihould 
our brethren plead for it as they do, as if it were 
ihe grand criierion of our acknowledging Pzdobap- 
tids to be real converts, and of our love to them^ 
as fuch ? 

Betides, the faith of a finceie believer may be 
as weak, and require as much forbearance, in re* 
gard to the holy fupper, as in r^fpe^ of baptifm. 
A reformed and really converted Catholic may 
defire fellowfhip widi us, who ftill retains the Pop- 
ilh error of communion in one kind only : but are 
we obliged by tbi$ apoftolic precept, to mutilate 
the facred ordinance in condefcenfion to his weak- 
nefs ? — ^To embrace the weak, as well as the 
ftrong believer, in. the arms of Chriftian afiedlion, 
is a capital duty of the moral law. To bear with 
a brother's infirmiti^^, and to " forbear one art- 
other in love," are certainly required by that com- 
mand, which fays ; •• Thou ihalt love thy neigh-* 
hour as thyfelf ;" and would have been our duty^ 
if neither baptifm, nor the Lord's fupper had 
ever exifted. But are we to regulate our condu<^, 
in the admiffion of perfons to 2. pqfiiive inftitution ; 
— to one which depends entirely on the fovereign 
pleafure of God, by inferences drawn from the^^«- 
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trtd 2L&i Tusturni dnties of the moral law ?— Wewf 
the precepts of that eternal law ever eonfideted by* 
die prie^s or tlie people of old, as the rule of ad- 
anni&^tutg poikive iiiftitutions ? Had ihcy not 
a«iather fyftem of precepts, exprefi preceftt^ inl»cd- 
ed foe that purpofe \ and wa^ not fucha ritual ab- 
ibljaiely njeceiP^try \ 

Sappofiii^, howevsry that there were no way of 
receiving one that is weak in faith, but by admit- 
tkig htm to the Lord's t<ible, this text would br 
far frasn. proving what our opponents deftre ; u»- 
leia they could make it appear, that the perfons o£ 
whom the apoftle immediately fpeaksy were n^ 
numhm of tlie church of Roxne^ when he gave the 
adrice< There being difpiites among the belicr* 
ing Romans,, about tbe eating of meats and tbe 
obifetvatioa of days, a£brds no proof nor any iiksu^ 
ow <£ proof, that they had not communioa x»* 
gelhee at the Lord's table>-<!-But admitting tliat 
to be a £i^ of which there is not the leaft evl* 
deaace, the concluiion drawn from the parage 
would not be juil, except it were alfo proved, tliat 
the " weak in faith^' were uhhapttned; or at le^d^- 
io. conlldered by theii ftrongtT brethren ; for ikat- 
ts the point m difpate between us. B-ut that Paul 
contidttced the belrieviag Romans to whom ha 
wrote, as baptized Chriftians, is allowed by all, iiM^ 
far as I have ob&rved, who have no hypothecs ta 
f<trve, by admitting a contrary fuppoiition.* For, 

* Tlie Socinians, the Qn akcre^ and Mr. Buoy au agree, jn re- 
fi^xiujs us to Rom. vl, 3. i Cor. I 14, 15, 16, and GaiilC. 
27, with a view to fcr'vc their fcveral hypothefcs, wiudiali 
unite in };reatly depreciating the ordinance of buptifm. Th^ 
wor<ls of Mr Bunyan, when fpcaking of the ajioiiolic time*. 
andmentioninoT ^^i^^ tlircc paCTagcs, avc ;;s fono\Vi ; * fl?a; 
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as l)r. Oodd\Vitt obfcfves, * He &rG:ues frftm the 
fenbtwi attd g^fetally received piofefllon and prac- 
tice of alt Chriftfatis. ^«d4i; ye not that fo rhdny tf 
Its ai tOen bdptixed-^Th'JCt is, that whrtfevek* Of ttS 
that piiofefs baptifm Itito Chrift, ptofefs bap- 
tiftn iiiVo Ws deith, as the thing intended by if. 
The «x, there, h the generality . of ChH(liftn$> 
diftinl^uiflied ufually by th^t Word ffOtn hea- 
thens : dS, Kom. xlv. 7, I Cor. viii. 6. To us there- 
h biut &he (jodi &c. ffhat is, we ChriftianS profefs 
Jall, and generally fo. And his fcipe being td 
IhteW, how fan^tftcation flows from being in 
Chrift ; his argument is drawn ffotn a ^feiieral 
pHncfple of the tis of ChtiiHars-^So that tliis e^- 
preffion, as )nafiy e,f \is^ inipoltd not, as if fornft 
were, and fori^e not, baptized*; for then his argu- 
tnent of fandlificatffon had not been binding to th6 
generality of ChJriftiarts, which, it is evident, it 
was Vn his intention : but it imports tlie contrary, 
that as ninny a§ were Chriftians, cj/ri? all hfiptl^e((y 
and Were taught this to be the meaning of that * 
great pohlt and principle of feli^on, that as th&y 
Were baptized irito' Chi'lft: thercoy, f6 alfo into his 
death.'* 

all thae Were rtccivdd into fdldwlftip xfnrttVtn then1>apti2r- 
&\JS^9 -Would ftrarn -a Wtak maA*8 v^'it to prove it, if af^u^* 
meats were clofeiy made upon thefc; three texts of holy fcrip^ 
tures.* — And, a few ^ages after, whcti arguinn^ from they^e* 
0ff^of thefc apoftoiic teftimonies, he fays ; * By this negligent 
relating Who are baptized by hi in [Paul]' he Iheweth, that 
he iti^e mffuch maftir 6f ba^tifiii, as fome in thcffe days do ; 
nay, that, he made no matter at alt therdaf, With t^fj^ed tb 
chaidi tomnltinion/ Works, Vol 1. p 135, 144. 

♦ Worti, V6l. IV. Ort the Govemni^t of the Chnrchk's 
' of C^ifl^ p. $0, Vid Hoornbeek. Sod^. Conf> Tom, HI. 

' I 
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< Bat God receives the weak in 'faith ; and i«^e 
are exprefsly coininanded to receive one another, 
hot to doubtful difputations, but as Chrift hath 
tecwved us to the glory of God.* Granted : yet 
permit me to afk, Is the divine condudt^is the fa- 
vour of God, or the kindhefs of Chrift, in receiv- 
ing tinners, the rule of our proceeding in the ad- 
miniftration of pofitive inftitutions i Whoin does 
Cod, whom does Chrift receive ? None but thofe 
that believe, and profefs fat^ in the Lord Mef- 
fiah ? Our brethren will not affirm it. For if di- 
vine compaOion did not extend to the dead in fin | 
if the kindnefs of Chrift did not relieve the enemies 
of God ; none of our fallen race would ever be 
fayed. But does it hence foUoiv, that we muft 
admit the unbelieving and the unconverted, either 
to baptifm, or the holy table I Our gracious Lord 
freely accepts all that defire it and all that come ; 
but are we bound, by his example, to receive ev- 
ery one that folicits communion with us ? Our op- 
ponehts dare not aflert it. For though the Great 
Supreme is entirely at liberty to do as he pleafes^ 
to rejcft or accept whom he will ; yet it is not io 
with his miniftering fervants and profeffing peo- 
i>le, in regard to the facred fupper. No ; it is 
their indifpepfable duty and their everlafting hon- 
our j to regard his revealed will and obey his jright- 
eOus commands. The divine precepts contained 
in the Bible, not the divine conduS in the adminiA 
tration of a fovereign Providence, are the only 
rule of our obedience in all things relating to pof- 
itive inftitutions. 

Befides, gofpel churches are fometimes obliged^ 
by the laws of Chrift, to exclude from their com«> 
teimion thole whom he has received ; as appewif 
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from the cafe of the inceftuous p^rfon in the chutcb 
at Corinth. And have thofe churches that prac- 
tife free communion never excluded any for fcan- 
dalous backOidings ; whom, notvtrith (landing, they 
could not but confider as received of Chrift ? What, 
do thby never exclude any from fellowfliip with 
them, but fuch of whom they have no hope ? I 
cannot iuppofe, nor "i^rill they aflirm any fiich 
thing. But if there may be a juft caufe of exclude 
ing fuch from communion whoin God has receiv- 
fd, though at pirefent in a ftate of backfliding f 
w^y may there nop be a fufficient reafoii of re/ufi; 
hg commpnion tp foroe, whom we l<y)k upoii as 
the obje^s of God's peculiar favour ? Is there not 
as great a degree of difapprobation difcovered in 
th& former cafe, as there is in the latter ? and is not 
the word of God our only rule in both cafes ? It 
is not every one, therefore, that is received of Je- 
fus Chri(l who is entitled to communion at his ta- 
ble ; but fuch, and only fuch, as revere his au- 
thority, ftibmit to his ordinances, and obey the^ 
laws of his houfe. 

And are our opponent^ verily perfuaded that 
hapti/m is a matter of " doubtful difp^tation ?'* 
Why, then, do they not both fprinkle and im- 
merfe, infants and adults, that they may be fure, 
in fome inft^nces at leaft, of doing that which is 
right ? Why fo pofitwci on certain occafions, when 
they preach, or publifh, upon the fubjedt ? That it 
has been, and is dtffuted^ muft be allowed : and fo 
has almo(i every article of the Chriftian faith ; 
efpecially fuch articles as appear to us the clearefl 
jind of the greateft importance. Withefs thpf^ 
lio^rines relating to the Trinity and the Deiy ©f 
^brift $ his vicarious atonement, and originiil i^)^^- 
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Thefe have been wuch oftener difpufe^, in^ncij^ 
And inodern times, tjian the mpde and fiibjei^s cC 
•baptifm..^And h^s pot alnigft ^very br^nqh of 
<;ihriftiiin worftip been difpated I The fupper 
of our J^ord hiis been inufh n^ore frequently 
vControYffrtpd* between Papifts jind Protefl;ants» 
between Lutherans a,nd CnWinifts, tjh^in ever h»p; 
tifm W4S anjQng ^ny profeffors of Chrifti^nity. 
Y^t who, among our brethr^n^ 'vvill s^^XQ to aff^rt* 
that no Catholic, who ever difputed for wiihbold- 
ing the cup froip the people, \VH§ r^ceiv^d by Jefus 
Chrift? ^or that matter is npt fg c/?<?r, but r^l 
Chriftian^ m(i^fq(ftkl^ diff<?r in thqir judgment an4 
pra<Sice concernni^^ it. Nay, fugh doubts ^md^if- 
^cuUies ar? tbi&re attending th^ \\^j ivfWh ^^ 
J^eliarmine aflures u§, w'e pannot ci^rtainly deter- 
n>ine frpm the e^tpref^ words pf fcriptur? onljc, 
'*tvhat iber^ %uaf in the cup, before our Lord bleff- 
.ed it, whether a little ?yi«<?, or w»ne rpi^ed w'/i 
fttfatery oxjlrong drlnk^ or W(?/tfr o«i^.* Apd will fa- 
^ificus, pr Candidus, dare to affprt, that the ?e^l- 
jOus Cardinal was abfolutely rejedled of God \ No s 
they cannot dp it, without violating the aw»^l>l^ 
import of their feveral names. — The Quakers alf^» 
have difputed \X\^ Yrhole ordinance, and ^ very pre- 
tence to it, as well a^ baptifm, out of their atfem- 
blies. But is it lawful henc^ tp conclyde, that 
they ar? all rejedled of .Jefu§ Chrift ? So true are 
thofe wprds of Pacificus, and of Can.didi;is, hi? 
colleague : • The points in baptifm [and thf Lprd^s 
fnpper] about which we [Fagift^ and Lutli^ran^ 

* Quid in calice fuerit ante coiYfecrationeni, an v\muiu 
carum, ap vinutn a^va mixt^m^ zn^cerajzn ^^uaJola,c%folsL 
Jtripttira cirprcffc non habettir. A pud Vof*. Thefe» The- 
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jguakers, Paedabaptiftsy and Antipseiobaptids^ 
differ ; are notyb clearly Jiated in the Bible (how^ 
ever clear to us) but that even fincere Chriftians 
may miflake thpm,* We niay, therefore, hence- 
jForth confider baptifm and the Lord's fupper, the 
only pofitive ini^itutions in the Chrijlian church, 
as juftly reckoned among thofe tilings tiiat are 
of " doubtful difputation :" but whether they 
are to have the Jirji place among Paul's hAK^iir%i^ , 
iioiX^YttrfiUoVf I leave our brethren to determine. For 
to them the hpnour of claffing a pofitive inftitu- 
tion of Ghrift aniong things ambiguous, is undoubt- 
edly due ; ftnce all befides thenifelves look upon 
it as evident^ either* that baptifm is an indifferent 
thing, as-Socinus, and fon^e of his followers ;* or^^ 
that it ihould be entirely laid ajide^ a^ the Quakers ; 
or, that it is a term of (ommunion, which has ever 
bt^n the opinion and pradice of tlie Chrillian 
church in general. One ftep tirther, and it will 
be matt(?r of doubtful difputation, wliedier both 
the pofitive appointments of our divine Lord fliould 
not be quite difcarded. For, that baptifm ought 
to be adminiftered prior to the facred fupper, is as 
clearly re vealed^ as that either of them was intend-* 
e^ for tlie ufe of believers in all fucceeding ages* 
Our honelt friend, Barclay, when taking notice 
of thofe difputes which have been about the i'acred 
fupper, fays ; * The ground and matter of their 
conteft lies in things extrinficfrom, and unneceifa- 
ry to, the main matter. And this has been often 
the policy of Satan, to bufy people and atnufe 
jtlaem with outwardjigns^jhadomfs^ vnid/ortns ; mak- 

"^ * Baptifmmii aquz rem mdi||||;eatem effe flatutniijis, 
Theoph. Nicholaid. De fcdef. p. 22. A^ud Ho^iub. '^O' 
via- Con& Tois. III. p. 250. 
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ing therp conpend about it fthem ;] while, in die 
jmean time, the fuhjiance is negkdled — For there 
have been more anitnofities and heats about this 
one partlculary and more bloodihed and conten- 
tion, than about any other. And, furely, they 
are little acquainted with the (late of PpoteRam 
affairs, who know not, th^t their contentions 
about this have been more hurtful to the 
Reformation, tlian all the oppofition they met 
with from their common adverfaries.** He a4- 
▼tfes^ therefore, to give up the ordinance for the 
fake of, peace, and ^ the only effe^ltial way of fe- 
curing tranquilUtyan the church of God — So the 
Socinians maintain, that we may either admin- 
ifter or difpenfe .with baptifm, as occafion require*. 
For, fays Volkelius, * As all other indifferent 
things mny be either ufed qr omitted, as charity 
.ihall dire6t ; even iobaptifm^ if the honour of God 
and the love of our neighbour demand it, feems 
at fometimes abfolutdy heceiTary to be adminiUer* 
ed, in order to avoid giving offence.'f — -And as 
the Socinian pleads for the adminillration of bap- 
itifm, on fome occafions ; fo Mr. Bunyan ftrongly 
aiTerls the neceflity of its omiffion, on others. 
Thefe are his words : < If water baptiim. as ihe 
circumftances with which the churches were pel- 
tcred of old, trouble t!ie peace, wound the con- 
fciences of the godiy,difm ember and break their 
ifellowfhips, it is, although an ordinance^ for the 

* Barclay's Apology, p. 455, 456. 

=t ^^t omnia a'ia adJaphora, — pro co ac cKaritas prrefcribjf, 
jam nrufpari, jam aniitti poflfunt : ita et baptlCmu:) ifte, divi* 
nsB i^lorix ratiane, ct proxinii aniorc poAulaute, ntnimirum 
icandalum vitetur, ad^bendus interdnm plme vicjor. Apftd 

tfogrnb. npi fubra, p. z6|5. 
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l^rcfent, to he prudently Jhunnsd,**—liovf flight llie ^ 
barrier, how thfn the partition, between free com- 
munion find Katabnptifm ! Thusbaptirm is. treat- 
>ed, not a^ a branch of divine %iwrjhipy but as. ^ tofd of 
human convenience ; not as an ordinance of God ami a 
mean of his glorj-, but as a hapfy expedient in the 
hailciif of r^en, to fee are the applaufe of their fel- 
low mortals 5 -^tbat applaufe which is confidered ^ 
as due to peribns of a condefccndin^, candid, cath- 
olic fpirjt. If t!ie omiffion of it would give ofience, 
I^ it b)r Jill means be ad mini ft ered : and iftheufe 
,of k would l)e attended with the fame inconvenien- 
ces, lay it afide and fay not a word about it* Such 
js the advke of Volkelius and Buayan, 

r^^ ^^^^f^' ^ ta^e '*t for granted, can hardly 

forbear obferving, what ^n admirable method \% 

.here propofed hy this triumvirate, Volkelius, Bar- 

. clay and Eunyan, in order to promote and fecure 

peace among Chriftian brethren. A method, it 

tnuft he confeffed, that is at once very comprehen- 

Uve, quae expeditious, and extremely eafy. So 

\^omprehenfive, that it will apply to every cafe • fo 

expeditjous, that any controverfy may, bythehapby 

expedient, he finifhed. in a trice : and fo eafi, that 

every one may have the benefit of it. Were it 

tmiverfally known and univerfally parfued, there 

woiild foon^eno difjnitesat all, either about truth 

or duty. For the whole procefs conHas in this ; If 

divulging a truth believed, or praaifmg a duty re- 

quired, fhould at anytime give offence? or belike- 

Jy fo to do ; keep the former to yourfelf, let the 

latter alone, and all fiiall be well. B^ft how raucli 

.mote agreeable to fcripture, is the fQllowang mzx^ 

• ^^'orb, Vol I. p, i^. 
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im of a celebrated author ; * The appointment of 
•God, is th|& hi^hefi law^ Xhefupreme neceffity ; which 
we ought rather to obey than indulge popular igno- 
rance and \^eakneis,'^ — From the manner of rea- 
foning fometimes tifed by our opponents, and by 
thofe three authors to whom I have juft referred* 
one would imagine, that Spciniai)s, Quakers, and 
thofe Baptifts whp plead for free communiout were 
almod the only perfons in the Chrillian world, 
that exercife a proper degree of candour towards 
profeifors of odier denominations, or have a due 
regard for peace among the people of God : but 
whether this be a fa<51; the reader will judge. 

But is it poffible fpr our opponents to imagine, 
that Paul intended to place baptifm pn the fame 
footing with certain meats and days ; the former of 
which were forbidden, the latter enjoined, by the 
God of Ifrael, under the Jewifli economy ? What, 
baptifm become an article, of " doubtful difputa- 
tion'' in fo early a day ! If, on the other hand, that 
infpired writer had no thought o{ baptifm when he 
mentioned ** doubtful difputations ;" if what he 
there fays about matters then in difputje, regard 
things that belonged to an antiqt^ated ritual ; what 
authority have our brethren to put baptifm on ^ 
level with them ? Or where is the force of their ar- 
gument from this paflag^ ? 

. «* Receive ye one another, as Chrift alfo hath re- 
ceived us." Thefe words have been under ftood in 
a larger fenfe than that for which our brethren 
plead. For fome Faedobaptifts have concluded 

* Dei ordinatio nobis fum^ia lex, fuprem? ncceffitas, cui 
potius parendum quam popybri ignorantis ec infirmitati in- 
dulgendum. Turr€tini Inft. T hcolog. Tern. lU, L«c XtX. 
Qu«ft, XIV. $ 14. 
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jfrom:Jienc^9 that it is the indifpenf^ible duty of q. 

p^^nicular church to allpw f;oii^miinion to all xh^i 

defire it : taking it for granted, no doul^t, that noi^f 

would, requeft the privilege but rhofe vho wer^ 

baptized. This, ths reader will certainly thmk i^ 

//•i?f corpmunipn. And,. indeed, if this text warrant 

our brethren's pra^ice, I fee but little. objedipp 

againil its being underilood in fudi a l4titud^ pf 

^unification. But, in oppofition to fuch a fen^^ 

of the paffage, a P«dob^f>tift writer obferves ; 

* This inference is glaringly forced and wide, dif- 

CQvering thpir ignorance of the true rneaning ani 

dejign of the t^xt who mi^ke it. The apoftle \s 

rot here fpeaking of admjffion to icljurch-mtmbef^ 

Jh't^ at all ;-p— nor does he copfidcr th pfe to wjioip 

he writes in the preciie light of members of th^ 

church univerfal, .but as ipembtrs of tl parilcul^r . 

.church, or body:^ among whom there was fon)^ 

diiTerence of ppinion about meats, &c. which was 

'like to break their communion, (ogetlitpr, a^ is plaiii 

from the preceding chapter. The apofVle fe^s 

Jiimfeif to prevent this, and to aocomplifh a recon- 

, ciliapion. Ai?d, after ^ number of healing thingS| 

lie concludes with thefe. words ; jX.cceii>eyf one anothr 

.et\ That is, y^ who are faints^ at Home^ who 

ijiave agreed to walk . together in the cominand- 

ft)ents and ordin^uices of the Jliprd Jefus ; ye w*h6 

are profefFedly united in churchfCommunipn, r^* 

ceive ye pne another in love, as becpmeth faints^ 

united in pnp body for mutual benefit. Bpar jy 

ope ai^ther'$ burdofis : watch ov»r and adxnoiwQ^ 

one another tp lovie, notwithAanding of iam^it/L 

.ference in fentiment among you : as to the cotto^ 

cwgiin pleats ap4 regarding certain days, let pot 

^that diiference make aay breach in your comoifi- 



1 66 Apology for the Baptijis. 

pion together as a church of Chrift, But let thf 
ftrong bear with ihofe that are weak, and the 
weak not be offended with the Hberty of the 
ftrong.— Judge not one another uncharitably^ but 
let brotherly love continue.— This is precifely the 
apoftle's meaning ; as will appear to thoife who 
look i|npartially into the connexion of his argu- 
meiit ; and by no means ferves the purpofe for 
l^vhich the objedtors bring it.'* 

And fuppofing our brethren to argue from this 
paiTage only by w^y of analogy ^ their inference is 
equally weak, and their conqlufipn palpably forc- 
ed : there being a grpat, an effential difference, be- 
tween eating or not eating of certain meats, in the 
apoftolic times ; and our being baptized, or not 
baptized, prior to communion at the Lord's table. 
For though while the ceremonial laiv was in force, 
^le Jpws were obliged to abftain from prohibitej 
meats ; yet our opponents will not affirm, that 
their obferrance of a negative precept was intend- 
ed by the Eternal Sovereign, to anlwer fimilar 
purposes with the ordinance of baptifm, as appoint- 
ed by Jefus Chrift. The latier is a fol^mn inftitu- 
tion of divine w^rihip : but cari this be aflerted of 
the former ? Baptifm was inftituted prior to the fa* 
cred fupper ; was commanded to be adminiftered 
to profeffing believers, before tjiey approached the 
holy table ; and, in the apoftolic age, for aught 
appears to the contrary, was conftantly admin- 
iftered to believers previous to their having com^ 
munion in the Chriftian church. But can fimilar 
things be affirmed concerning that abftinence from 

* Smith's Compendious Account of the Form md Ordc^ 
pf thc^hurcb/p. X09, xio. 
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pertain meats^ which were forbidden under the 
Jewifh economy. 

To conclude my remarks on the text before us* 
and to iUudrate the paffage. Candidus, we will 
fuppofe, is the pa (lor of a Baptifl cHurch, and that 
a difpute arifes among his people, about tl^ law- 
fulnefs of eating bloody or any t\i\ng Jirangled, The 
controverfy rifes high, and is carried on with to0 
much heat of temper. Each party is blatned by 
the other ; the one, as judaizin^ ; the other, as vi- 
olating a plain, apoftolic precept.— A- report of 
this comes to Irenaeus. Concerned and grieved at 
foch contefftions and fuch a breach of brotherly 
love, in a once flourilhing and happy church, he 
writes a friendly letter ; in which he bewails their 
hurtful contefts : gives them his beft advice, and, 
among other things, he fays : <* Him that is weak 
in the faith, receive ye, but not to doubtful difpu- 
tations. For one believeth that he may eat all 
things : another who is weak eateth herl^s. Let 
not him that eateth, defpife him that eateth not : 
and let not him which eiateth not, judge him that 
eateth \ for God hath received him. Wherefore 
receive ye one another, as Chrid alfo received 12$ 
»to the glory of God."— ^-In a while after this heal-, 
ing epiiUe is publifhed, arid read by many. In the 
petufalof which^foitie fufpe<5t, and others conclude 
that the perfons exhorted to mutual forbearance^ 
had not communion one with another, under the paf' 
toral care of Candidiis, and that they who are ftyl- 
ed, " weak in faith,*' had never been hapttjud. 
Nay, fome afTert, that the mcfre *wani ofbapti/m^ in 
the opinion of Irenscus^ ought never to be obje^ed 
againd any that are candidate^ for communion at 
the Lord's table ; nor ever be made a bar to ftl^ 
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lowflilp it a chtitcli ofCiirift, Yet Iretiaeus Wk/; 
never known, in. y^y inftancc, td give the leaft 
^atife for fuch a fufj^lciofi. The apf)lication is elfy : 
i (hall therefore only afk, Whether, in the fupt>dfed 
cafe, fuch infer"^ft(i6s Would be genuine arid juft, or 
forced and tiiinatural \ and, whether they whd 

dnew thetti fiiight liot be fufp^<*!ed of bisiiig, either 
Very fanciful arid ^eak, br as a<5ling under the 
power of fome prejudice ? The reader will pardon 
ifty prolidty on this paffagcf, when he cdnfiders 
that our opponents laj' a very great ftreft upon it. 
; By the text produced from th6 Adts <£ the apdf- 
tles we learh,that ** God is no t«ljiefier OTpferfonS ;'* 
that he, as an ahfolut^ ftvereign, beftoWs his fa- 
vours on Je\<^s and Gentiles without atny difFerende. 
But will but bfethreri inffer from hence, that they 
\Vhofe honour and happiness it is to be hi& obedient 
fervants, are entirely at liberty to receive to coni- 
itiunidn at the Lord's table all that believe, with- 
out any difference? Caii they juftl^ conclude; 
Ihat becaufe Jehdvah difpeiifes his hlertings as ht 
pleafes, they tnay idttiiilifter, or otnit, hi6 pofitive 
inftitutioris as they plede ? 

Once more : They produce, as much in their 
Tavour, the declarations of Paul to the church at 
Corinth,* relating to his own coiidu6l. And what 
do vre learn ill general from this paffage, but thdt 
he out of his great concern for the good of man- 
kind, and his abundant zeal for the qflory of God, 
was willing to do, dr forbear, any thing that was 
lawful, in order to gain an impartial hearing from 
both Jews and Gentiles wherever he came ? I faid, 
any thing that c^'jj laKvful; the rule of v/hich is 
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the divine precept, or A)ttie exainple warranted bj 
divine authority. Nor cart we view thefe wofds 
in a mofe cxtenfive fenfe> without implicitly charg- 
ing the gteat apoftte With tempGrmng^ and hlghTj- 
ithpeaching his exalted charaAer. — But what ha^ 
this text, any more than the former, to do With 
' the aditiiniftration, or laying afide, of pofitive iri- 
ftituttons ? It Was th^ duty of Aaron, as well ak 
of Paul, and of us, to feek the happinefs of his fel- 
low creatures arid the honour of God, to the utmoft 
of his ability. But was this general obligation the 
rule of his performing the lolemn fandtuary ftr* 
vices on the great day of atonement f Could he con- 
/ cltide from hence, that if the difpofitidns of th^ 

r people required ili he was at liberty to omit any of 

the facred rites, or to &anfpof€ the order in which Je-p 
hovah commanded they fhould be performed ? If, 
however, any of our opponents can make it ap- 
pear that this pafTag^ really has a relation to the 
pofitive appointments of Chrift, it muft be confid- 
ered as the Magna Charta of a difpenling, prieftly 
power, in regard to tliofe inAitutions. And, con^ 
lequently, if our brethren can make out their chiim 
to the honour, free communion will beeftablilhed 
with a witnefs. In fuch a cafe it ibight be expeft- 
ed, that the next'.advocate for it, wiien cUing the 
pa/Tage, would comment upon it, and addrefs us in 
the following manner : * This text is full to my 
purpofe. It contains all I could wifh, Wheri con- 
tending with my ftrider brethren. For hence it is 
{Hain, that I am at liberty, perfectly at liberty; to 
omit, or adminider, the ordinance of baptifin,juft 
as the difpoiitions and choice of my hearers mar 
render-it convenient. Yesj ^ejiria Bapttfts ! this 
adAiifUiile«text authorizes me> in condefcenfion t^ 

K 
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the weaknefs of nry fmcere hearers, not only to re- 
ceive Psedobaptlds into communion (for that is a 
mere trifle, with fuch a patent of church power in 
my hand) but alfo Semi-Quakers, who rejedt bap- 
tifm ; and converted Catholics, who mutilate the 
facred fupper ; yea, to baptize the infant offspring 
of any who fliall defire it. By doing of which, I 
hope to obtain the favour of many refpedtable P«- 
dobaptifts, who have been extremely offended by 
that rigid and forbidding; conduift, for which you 
are fo notorious. Yes, and by difpenfing with 
baptifm, in fome inftances, I doubt not but I (hall 
convince many of the utility and neceflity of it ; 
which you know, would be an admirable method 
of producing convidlion, and bring great honour 
to my caufe. This text — ^what fliall I fay ? this 
wonderfully comprehenfive palTage, gives me a 
difcretionary power to dojuji as Ipleafe in the houfe 
of God> in regard to baptilm and communioB/ 



SECTION V. 

The Temper required ofChrl/iians towards one another f 

not contrary to our PraSice—Our ConduS freed 

from the Charge of Inconfijiency — No Reafon to ex^ 

ait the Lord's Supper^ in point of Importance^ as 

greatly fuperior to the Ordinance of Baptifm* 

NOTHING is more common, with our oppo- 
nents, when pleadmg for free communion, 
than to difplay the excellence of ChriRian charity i 
and to urge the propriety, the utility, the neceffity 
of bearing with one another's miftakes, in matters 
that are non^ejfential } in which number they claft 
the ordinance of baptifin. From confiderations 
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of this kind, they infer the lawfulnefs of admitting 
Fxdobaptifls to communion with them* Not 
, fundamental-- Ifon^ejentiai Thefe negative epithets ^ 
they frequently apply to bapt'tfm. An4 might they 
not be appliedy with equal propriety to the Lor^iPs 
/upper ? But in what refped is a fubmiiiion to bap- 
tifm non-effential \ To our juftifying righteoufncfs, 
our acceptance with God^ or an interett in the di- 
vine favour ? So is the Lord's fupper ; and fo is 
every branch, of our obedience. For they will 
readily allow, that an intereft in the divine favour* 
is not obtained by the miferable (inner, but granted 
by the Eternal Sovereign. That a juftifying 
righteoufnefs is not the reftdt of human endeavours, 
but the nvork of our heavenly Subftitute, and a 
gift of boundlefs grace. And that acceptance 
with the high and holy God, is not on conditions 
performed by us^ but in confideration of the vicari' 
ous obedience and propitiatory Sufferings of the great 
Immanuel. Nay, fince our firft father's apoftapy, 
there never was an ordinance appointed of God, 
there never was a command given to man, tliat 
was int^ided to anfwer nny fuch end. 

Baptifm is not fundamental ; is not e/fential. True ; 
if limited to the foregoing cafes. But are we 
hence to infer, that it is not neceflUry on other ac^ 
counts and in other views ? If fo, we may alter, 
or lay it afide, juft as we pleafe ; and, on the 
feme principle* we may difmifs, as non'^eJfentioU all 
order and every ordinance in the church of God. 

Is not the inllitution of baptifm a branch of di- 
vine worfhip I And is not the adminillration of it, 
prior to the JLord's fupper, effential to that order 
in which Chrift commanded his pofitive appoint- 
ments to be regarded ? Nay, Pacificus himleif tac- 
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i^ aliowsi that the pra^ice of free comnmnbii 
IS a breach of or4er in gofjpel chi^rcbes. For, in 
^aafwer to an obje^ion of this kind^ he fays ; 
* Though it be admitted that the ord^ of 
churches is oi grutt importance, yet it muft be ad- 
mitted that the edification of Chri{lians» ^nd thei^r 
obedience to the acknowledged command of Qhrift 
to all his difciplesy " Do this in remembr^qe of 
me,'* are points of tnfimiely greater importance ( 
the leafl:, therefore, ought to give way to the . 
ffreateft/ — The order di churches, then, is of 
great importance, Pacificus himfelf being judge \ 
^d Candidas, his colleague, acknowledges, that 
it * is of fome importance.' Nor could they deny 
it, without impeaching the wifdom, or the good* 
nefs of Chrift, as Lord over his own houfe ; and 
pppofing that injun<5lioi]i ojf the Holy Ghoft, ^^ Let 
all things be done decently and in order.'' And 
as the Divine Spirit requires the obfervation of 
order in the church of God* fo Paul commendiB 
die Corinthians for f ' keeping the ordinances at he 
delivered them ;" and expreifes a holy joy on ** ber 
holding the order" of tliat Chriftian church which 
was at ColoHe. But that order which the great 
Lord of all appointed, and in the practice of which 
the good apoftle finperely rejoiced, our brethren, ip 
ieems, confider as a mere trifle — ^s comparatively 
nothings For what i$ any thing that has only a 
Jinite importance attending it, when compared 
with that which is of infinite importance ? On fuch 
a coniparifpn, it finks into littlenefs ; it is loft in 
obfcurity. Ye^ thus our opponents venture to 
ftate the comparative worth of church order, and 
&e edification (^ individuals.— -But ^ive me leave 
' here to inquire. Whether the prinutive order pf 
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gofpei churches can be detaphed from the ieg^ 
iflHtive authority of Jefus Chrift ? And, whether 
the exercife of that authority can be ^anfide?*ed as 
having no connexion with his honour ? To an- 
fwer thefe «q«cftions in the negative, free -oommu- 
nion itfelf can hardly demur. Confequently, si 
breach of that order \yhich Chrili appointed, as 
king \VL ZioiQ^ mx\{{ be coniidered as an oppofition 
to his crown and dignity^ and hk honour is of 
l^uch greater importivnce than the edification of 
believers. For oujr Jefus and «our Lawgiver is 
Jehavah ; between whofe honour and the happinejs 
of finful worms, there is, there can be no conipar- 
ifon. For the lartter is only a meath whereas the 
former « -the grand end, not only of a church (late, 
but of the whole economy of providence and grace, 
I may, therefore, venture to retort the argument ; 
though it be admitted, that the edification of 
Chriftians is oi great importance; yet it muft be 
allowed, that the honour of our divine Sovereign 
« oi infinitely greater importance ; and, confequent* 
ly, the primitive order of the goipel churches, 
l(iiould be pbferved. 

Again : Are not my readers a Iktle furprifed 
at the reaibning of our opponents which Ihave 
juft produced ? Are they not ready to fay, with 
^me of old, " May we know what this new doc- 
trine is ?" What, reverie the order of churchest 
appointed by God liimfelf, with a view to edifica* 
tion ! Difpenfe with a pofitive ordinance of heav- 
en, and break a divine command, under the fair 
pretence of promoting obedience to Chrift 1 Our 
brethren, in pleading for free communion, bring 
•* certain ftr^nge things to our ears ; we would 
know, therefore, what thefe things mean^" and 
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« • 

how they, may be fupport^^ For if we ariB obl^edj 
in fome cafes, to fet afide an ordinaiice of divip^^ 
vorfhip, and to break a pofitlve coiniDand*. ^n orr 
der that certain individuals may perfoi:;iii atuaber. 
PqfiHve injundion of the gre.at Legiflator ; thp laws 
of Chrifl are not half fo conAftent as Paul's preach? 
Ing J " which was not yea and nay/* as tlipfe ^ 
wpuld be» if the argument here oppoied werje val^^ 
id.«-r-Npr have we, that I remember, any thing 
like a parallel cafe, either iii the Old or New 
Teftament. We find, indeed, an inilance or two^ 
of poUtive and typical rites giving way to nat? 
ural neceflities and moral obligaJtions,, when the 
performance of both was impradicable ; as, whei^ 
David ate of the ibeW'bread, without incurring ^ 
divine cenfure ; bi^t we h;iye no exarpple of a po& 
itive ordinance being fet afide, in favour of any 
one's ignoram^ oxfrejudife againl^ it, that he migh( 
be edified by fiibmitting to another pofitive inftitu? 
tion, of which l^e defired to partake. That maxim 
c^ our Lord, ** I will have fnercy and not facri? 
lice;" \ftf therfifpre, tgtally inapplicable in the 
preient cafe* 

Mr. Banyan,.! know, ftrenuoufly pleads the 
negleft of circ^mcifion by the Ifraelites in the wilr 
demefs^ while they attended on other podtive apr 
pointments of God, as arguing ftrongJy for free 
cominunion ; but he (eems to have forgotten tliat 
the omiffion of whfch he fpeaks, is keenly cenfured 
by the Holy Ghoft. The uncircumcifed ftate of 
the people, whatever might he the occafion of it, 
is; called a reproach^ "the reproach of Egypt j" 
which odium was rolled from them on the border^ . 
•oi Canaan, and the place in which they were cir- 
«autticiled was called by a new name> to pQ-petuatar 
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^be memorf of tli^Jt event.*"- Now* as thai negle^ 
of the IfraeUtfs wa^ a brtach of the divine com- 
iQ^ndy a r^ofi$b to tJ^ieir charadtef as the fons of 
Abraham^ and ftapds condemned by the Spirit of 
God ; it cannot be p)ed4<pd in defence of a fimilar 
on^ifiion, with the leali appe;arance of reafon. And 
if £b, I leave our brethren to judge whether it can 
be iinitatj^ * without injuring the honour of true 
religion, and promoting the caufe of inSdelity.'-- ^ 
Nor is that other infiancej which the fame author 
produces, relating to the feaft of pa/ibver, in the 
reign of Hezekiah, any more to his purpofe. For 
' though ipany of the people were not "ejcanfed 
according to the purificatioi;! of the fanduary ;" 
tl^ugh " they did eat the paflbver otherwiie than 
it was written,*' and were accepted of Godi yet 
Hezekiah was fo confcious of thofe irregularities, 
|.hat be.deprecated the divine anger, faying, " The 
good Lord pardon every one that pftpareth hii^ 
heart to feek God, the I^ord God of his fathers, 
tliough he be not. fl^^fifed according to the purifir 
cation of th^ fsui^uary. And the Lord hearkened 
, . to Hjizekiab, stud freaied thp people."f With what 
fliadow of reafon, then, or of reverence for God's 
Cpmmands, can any one plead this inftance in fa- 
vour of free compauiiion ? What, fliall a deviation 
from the divide rule, in the performance of facred. 
rites— ra deviation that, is acknowledged Tiscrimmal 
before the Lord, and for which pardon is requeft-* 
ed, be adduced, as a precedent for tlie condud of 
Chriftians ! What woujd pur brethren, what would > 
Mr- Bunyan himfelf have thought of Hezekiah 
^q^. his people, had they taken the liberty of ze? 

f Jofcuf V. 9. fa Cb«>% zja. 18, j^, %&i 
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peatmg the difbrderly condudl, whenever they oe|« 
ebrated the pafchal anniverfary ? — ^Taken the lib«e 
crty of tranfgrei&ng the divine rulei becaufe Jeho-. 
vah had ome gracioufly pardoned their irregular*, 
itiesy and accepted their fervices, on a fimilar oc- 
cafion ? Would they not have been chargeable 
with bold prefamption» and with doing evil that 
good might come ? — But I return to our candid 
and peacejful opponents. 

Difturb and break the order of churches, or or- 
der by Jefus Chrift, with a view to edification ^ 
The reader will here obferve, the order intended is 
that of admtnidering baptifm to believers, befor€ 
they are admitted to the Lord's table. That in- 
fradion of order, therefore, for which they plead, 
is no other xh^iVi Jetting aftde an ordinance, allowe4 
to be divine s and this to promote the edification 
of thofe concerned. Very extraordinary, i muC^ 
confefs. F6r profeffors in every age, have been 
more difpoAsd to increafe the number of religious 
ritesy than to UJjen it, with a view to edification. 
So the Jews of old frequently aded» and as fre- 
quently offended God. So the church of Rome 
has appointed many forms and rites of u i.rlhip, 
: with a view to the edification of her deluded vota- 
ries. The church of England alfo has retained 
the fign of the crofs in baptifm, and claims a pow^ 
er to decree rites and ceremonies in divine wot- 
Ihip whenever ^^ pleafes ; and all, no doubt, with 
a view to edification. Yet I never heard that ei- 
ther of thofe cftabliOimentSy arrogant as the for- 
mer is, ever talked of altering the primitive order 
of the Chriftian church, or of omitting ^n ordinance, 
allowed to be divine^ with a view to edification. 
Our brethren, however, plead for this ; and, which 
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is equally w<»iderful« they plead for it under the 
fpectous pretext* that a eommand of Chrift may ber 
performed. But i$ not bapttfm a command^ an at' 
inowUdged CGOim^nd of ChriiR ? And was it not gra^- 
ciouily intended 9 as well as the holy fupper, for the 
eMfieatton of Chf iftians ? Or, do our opponents im- 
agine* that we may flig-ht, with impunity, one oom* 
mand* provided we he but careful to ol>fenre an* 
otlier : even though the command negleded has' 
a prior claim on our obedience ?-^In oppofitton 
to their novel way of proceeding, and their unpre* 
cedented manner of talking, I will prefent my 
reader with the fage maxim of a ij^fiart writer* 
^ He £Chrift3 ha& not publilhed his laws ^s men 
4o their% with tliofe imperfe^ions, that they muft 
be explained and mended.'* To which I may 
add the following declarations of a leaniced pen ; 
f We muft ferve Qod, not as we think fit, but as 
be hath appdnted* God muft be judgi? of hii 
own honour. — Notliing, then, is fmall, whereupon 
depends the fandity ^ God's (commandment and 
our obedience. 'f There is, however, little need 
of the maxims, or the declaiations of men, whib 
we have the decifion of Him who purphafed 
the church with his own blood ; of—- /T/m who is 
to be our final judge. Now the language of 
that fublime Being is ; *^ln aU things that I have 
(aid unto you, ^e circpm/peH — Teaching them to olh 
ferve edl things whatfoever I have command you." 
And it is worthy of being remarked, that it ()!ands 
recorded, to the honoui^of Mofes, feven or eight 

* Mr, Bra^Miiy't Duty asd Do^rine of Baptifm, p. 94. 

f Pemble'ft Introdudion to Wmhy Rpceiving the Lord*« 
I Supjpcr, If, ax, 31. 
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times in one chapter, that << he did as the Lord 
commanded him."* 

The queftion is not, whatever our opponents 
may think, Whether baptifm is eflential to our 
fdvatlon ? But, Whether God has not commanded 
it ? Whether it is not a believer's </2//y to be found 
in it ? And, Whether the paftor and members of 
a gofpel cburch can juftifj themfelves, in admit* 
ting perfons to communion that have never been 
Baptized ? On the principle afiumed by our oppo- 
fers, a profeflbr that has no inclination to obey the 
divine command, in any particular inftance, may 
vindicate his refufal, by faying ; < The performance 
of it is not eflential to my happinefs ; for a finner 
may be faved v^ithout it.* A mode of arguing 
this, that is big with rebellion againft the domin* 
ion of God : a vile Antinomian principle, which, 
purfued in its confequences, is pregnant with ruia 
to immortal fouls. What, fliall we d^o nothii\g 
that God has commanded, unlefs we look upon it 
aseflentially neceflary to our future felicity! Is 
this the way to manifeft our faith in Jefus and love 
to God ! — How much better is the reafoning of 
Mr. Chamock, wheii he fays : *Det4s voluit^ is a fufn 
licient motive ? ar4j we cannot free ourfelves from 
the cenfure of difobedience, if we obferve not his 
commands in the fame manner that be enjoins 
them ; in their circum/iances, as well as their fuh- 
ftance — Who can, upon a better account, challenge 
an exemption from pofitive inftitutions than our 
Saviour, who had no nee4 of them ; yet how ob* 
fervant was he of them, becaufe they were edab^ 
li(hed by divine authority ! S.o that he calls his 

* 3eefixod.zl. 
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fabmitting to be baptized of John, a fulfiiKng of 
righteoufnefs — Is it not a great ingratitude to God, 
to defpile what he commands as a privilege? 
Were not the apofUes men of an extraordinary 
meafure of the Spirit, becaufe of their extraordina- 
ry employments ? And did they not exercife 
themfelves in the inftitutions of Chrift ? How have 
many [meaning the Quakers] proceeded from the 
flighting of Chrift's inftitutions, to the de/{ying 
the authority of his word ! A flighting Chrift him- 
felf, crucified at Jerufalem, to fet up an imaginary 
Chrift within them !'* 

* But muft we not exercife Chriftian charity, and 
bear with one another's infirmities ? Should we 
not leek peace, and endeavour to promote hamSo- 
ny among the people of God V Undoubtedly: yet 
give me leave to afk, Is there no way to exercife 
love and forbearance without pradtifing free com- 
munion ? Cannot we promote peace and harmony 
without practically approving of infant fprinkling, 
as if k were a divine ordinance, while we are 
firmly perfuaded that God never appointed it? 
Or, are we bound to admit as a faft, what we ver- 
ily believfe is a falfehood ; The diftin<5lion between 
a Chriftian who holds what I confider as a praAi- 
cal error in the worftiip of God, and the miftake 
maintained, is wide and obvious. It is not an 
erroneous principle, or an irregular pra<5Hce, that 
is the objeft of genuine charity. - No ; it is the 
perfon who maintains an error, not the mlfiaie de- 
fended, that calls for my candour. 'Vheformery I 
am bound, by the higheft authority, to love as 
myfelf ; the iatterf I ihould ever confider as inim- 

r 

* Work9> Vol II. p. 766, 773, 775. 
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ical to the honour of Gx>d, ,as unftiefidlj to itij^ 
neighbour's happinefs,-and therefor^ dtTcourage tt> 
in the exercife of Chriftian tenipers, through th6 
whole of mj condu6l.^-It is freelf allowed^ that 
a miftake which relates merely to the mode and 
fubjed of baptifm, i& comparatively firiali ; but 
ftill, while I confider the afperfion of infants as a 
human invention in the folemn fervice of God, I 
am bound to enter my proteft Sgainft it ; and by a 
uniform pradice to ihew, that I am a Baptift"^ 
the fame when a Psedobaptid brothet defires cbin*^ 
munion with me, as when One of my o\$ti perfiia*- 
fion makes a (iihilar requed. Thus proving that I 
adt, not under the impulfe of paf&on^ but on a dtc^ 
tate of judgment j and then the moft viofent Paew 
dobaptid opponents will have nofliadbw of reafon 
to impeach my integrity ; — no pretence for furmif- 
ing, that when I gave the right hand of fellowfbip 
to fuch as have been immerfed on a proCeffion of 
faith, I a<ft on principles of cmjctence ; but when ad- 
mitting fueh to communion, who have been only 
fprinkled in their infancy, on motives of convenience. 
For it is allowed by all the world, that confiftency 
is the beft evidence of finceritx. 

I would alfo take the liberty here to obferve, that 
fome of thofe churches in which free communion 
has been pradtifed, have not been the moft remark- 
able for brbtherly love, or Chriftian peace and 
harmony. Has the pador of a church fo confti- 
tuted, being a Bapttft, never found, that his Psft- 
dobaptift brethren have been a little offended 
when he has ventured freely to fpeak his mind -on 
the mode and fubjeft of baptifm ? When Padobap- 
tift candidates for communion have been propofed 
to fuch a church, have thofe members whaefpouf- 
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ed the iame Sentiment never diicovered a degree 
of pleafure, in the thought of having their number 
and influence increafed in the community, that has 
excited the jealoufy of their Baptift brethren ? 
When> on the contrary, there has been a confider^ 
able addition to the number oi Baptifl: members, 
has not an equal degree of pleafure in them, raifed 
fimilar fufpicions in the minds of their Paedobaptift 
brethren ? And are not fufpicions and jealoufies of 
this kind the natural effeds of fuch a conRitution? 
Mud not a Baptift# as fuch, defire his own fenti- 
ment and pradice to increaie and prevail, while 
he confiders thein as agreeable to the will and 
command of his Lord I And mud not a Paedobap- 
tid> as fuch, fincerely wi(h that his opinion and 
pra^ice may fpread and prevail, fo long as he con- 
fiders infant fprinkling in the light of a divine ap- 
pointment ? To fupp€)!fe a member of fuch a 
church, whether he be Baptift or Paedobaptift, to 
love God, and firmly believe his own fentiment 
concerning bapttfiti to be a divine truth, and yet 
be indifierent whether that or its oppofite prevail^ 
involves a contradi^ion. For he who is indiffer- 
ent to the performance of what he confiders as a 
command of i God, treats God himfelf with an 
equal degree of indifference : there being no pofli- 
ble way of expreffing our affedlion for God but by 
regarding his revealed will. *< This is the love of 
God, that we keep his commandments." Now, 
as our opponents mud allow, that their communi- 
ties are liable to all (hofe other in)perfe<5iions which 
are common to the real churches of Chrid ; fo, I 
prefume, the reader will hardly forbear conclud- 
ing, that free communion expofes them to fome 

L 
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addkiorud difadTantageSy which are pecnliar tx> 
themfelves. 

Befides, though many of our Paedobaptift friends 
annex thofe pleafing epithets, candid ^nA catholic^ to 
the names of our oppofers ; I would not have them 
be too much elated with fuch afcriptions of hon- 
our. For, is it not a fa<5t, that others who plead 
for infant baptifm, and thofe not lefs wife and dif- 
ceming, confider their conduct in a very different 
point of light ? Do they not look upop it as fa- 
vouring more o£ carnal policy^ than of Chriftian 
charity ; and as being much better calculated to 
exprefs their defire of popularity^ in adding to the 
number of their communicants, by opening a back 
door for the members of Paedobaptift churches to 
enter, than to promote the edification of faints, or 
to maintain the purity of divine woHhip, coniider- 
ing their avowed fentiments in regard to bap* 
tifm? — A Pzdobaptift, when remonftrating againd 
the condud of fome Independent churches, that 
received Baptifts into communion with them, iays ; 
* Let men pretend what they can for fuch a hotcb^ 
potch communion in their churches, I ftedfaftly be- 
lieve the event and iffue of fuch pradices will, foon- 
er or later, convince all gainfayers, that it neither 
pleafeth Chrift, nor is any way promotive of true 
peace or gofpel 4iolinefs in the churches of God's 
people.---l fhall never be reconciled to that charity^ 
which, in pretence of peace and moderationf opens 
the ckurch's door to church-disjointing principles.* 
And he entitles his perfomance, • The lin and 
danger of admitting Anabaptifts to continue in the 
Congregational churches, and the inconJijUncy of 
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JiKh a praSite wilb tie frindplei of 6oik'* — Thus, 
, white our opponents gain the applaufe of fome 
Fsdobaptifts, they incur 
conAder their conduft a 
pscdobaptid principles, 
who have occafionally ci 
Eftablifliment, with a vi 
temporal emoluments ; 
have converted the facre 
of ambition, or of avaric 

ed fome ConformiAs, have offended others. For 
though fucb Diflenters have pretended a concern 
for me public good, as the ruling motive, and 
have fhewu that they lyere far from ix'mg &igoit to 
the principles of Nonconformity ; yet members of 
the National church have not been wanting, who 
defptfed their duplicity of condufl ; who have ceiw 
fured it as a criminal neutrality in religion, and a< 
" hailing between two opinions," to the great dif- 
hooour of both ; who have repeatedly founded 
that Ilartling query in their ears. For God, or for 
Baal? and have pronounced them amphibtoui 

Here one can hardly avoid ohfcrving, the very 
peculiar treatment with which the Baptills in gen- 
eral meet from their Psedobaptift brethren. Do 
we llriAly abide by our own principles, admitting 
none to commanion with us, but thofe wham we 
confider as baptised believers ? We are cenfured by 
many of them, as uncharitably rigid, and are tilled 
by one gentlemant toatery Hgolt' Do any of our 

■ In Ciolby'i HUt. Bap. VoL IIL page 4J. 46, 47- 
t Sc« Mr. Stnbb'i Sermoii, entitled, '■ For God or for 
BMir PoUiflied, I70». 
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denomination! under a plea of catholictCm, depan 
from their avowed feniitnents, and connive at ra- 
re fufpefled, by others of 
t at lempor'neri. So that 
ns who fell into the hnads 
ds are too fliorti and we 
rs are too long, and they 
rturn to my argument, 
that forbearance and love, 
not lefs than reJolution and zeal, muft be direfled 
in the whole eittent of thefr erercife, by the word 
of God J elfc we may greatly offend, and become 
partakers of other men's firs, by conniving when 
we ought to reprove. If the divine precepts, re- 
lating to love and forbearance, will apply to the 
cafe in hand ; or lb as to jtiftify our connirance 
at an alteration, a corruption, or an omiflion of 
Iraplifm ; ihey will do the fame in regard to the " 
Lord's flipper. — And then we are bound to bear 
wih fmcere Papiils, in their mutilation of the lat- 
Ifr ; and to exculpate our upright friends the 
Quakers, in their oppofition to iotS. For it can- 
not be proved that baptifm is lefs fundamental 
than the facred flipper. — ' There is a/atfe, uitgaJfy 
diarity,' fays a fenfible P«dobaptift writer, ' 3 
ftrange fire, tliat proceeds not from the Lord [ a 
ch:irity that gives up the honour of religion, mere- 
ly becSure we will not be at the pains to defend 
it — Vile principles can eaCiIy cover themfelTes 
with Die nanies-of temper, charity, moderation, 
atid forbearance ; but thofe {glorious things are 
not to be confounded whh Itiitewarmneis, ftlf-feek- 
ing, laziiicfs, or ignorance — As there is a cloak of 
covet on fnefs, fo there is a cloak of Fear and cow. 
ardicc— You are never to make peace with men 
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at thp expenfe of any truths that isievealed to you 
by the great God ; becaufe that is o£Fering up hU 
glory in faqrifice to your own— ^Do not difmem- 
ber the Chriftian religion, but take it all t<^ether : 
charity was never deugned to be &e tool of unbe^. 
lief. See how the Spirit has conneded both our 
principles and duties. Follow peace with all men» 
and bolinefsf without which no man (hall fee the 
liOrd/* — * I know not that man in £^ngland»' fays^ 
Dr. Owen, * who is willing to go farther in for- 
bearance, love, and communion with all that fear 
God, and hold the foundation, than I am : but 
this is ne'oer to he done by a condefcenfion from the 
exadnefs of the leaft afex of gofpel truth.'f 

Another Pxdobaptift author, when treating on 
charity and forbearance, expreffes bimfelf in the 
f6llowing language : < A conQderable fuccedane. 
tun for the Chriftian unity, is the catkoUc charity ; 
which is like the charity commended by Paul, in 
only this one circumftance, that it ^' aroweth ex-, 
ceedingly" — Among the ftrider fort, re goes chief- 
ly under the name q{ forbearance^ We (hall be 
much miftaken if we think that, by this foft and 
agreeable word, is chiefly meant the tendernefs 
and companion inculcated by the precepts of Je- 
fus Chrid and his appdles. It ftridtly means, an 
agreement to differ quietly ^bout the do^Srinea 
and commandments of the gofpel, without inter- 
ruption of vifible fellowfhip. They diftingiiifh 
carefully heVfJeQXi fundamentals^ or things neceflary 
to be believed and pra^iied ; and circumftantiaU^ 

* Mr. Bradbury's Duty and Dodt of Dap. p. aoi, in j, 
t In Mr. Br4dbury, as before, p. 1 98. 
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or tilings that are indifferent. Now whatever 
foundation there may be for inch a diftindion in 
human fyft^ns df reiigion ; it certainly looks very 
ill-becoming in the churclies of Chrift, to queftion 
how far He is to he believed and obeyed. Our mod-» 
em churches — ^havc nearly agreed to hold all thofe 
things indifferent^ which would be inconvenient and 
difreputable ; and to have communion together, 
in obierving fomewhat like the cuftoms of their 
forefathers. 

• Many of the plained fayings of Jefus Chrift 
and the apoftlesy are treated with high contempt, 
by the advocates of this forbearance.— The com- 
mon people are perfuaded^to belie ve^ that all the 
ancient inftitutions of Chriftianity were merely io 
cdl and temporary ; excepting fuch as the learned 
have agreed to be futtable to theie times ; or, 
which have'^been cuftomarily obferved by their 
predeceflbrs. But it would well become the doc- 
tors tn divinity to fliew, by what authority any in- 
jtin<^ton of God can be revoked, befides his own /- 
or, how any man's confcience can be lawfully re- 
leafed,^ by cuftom, example, or human authority, 
from obferving fuch things as were inftituted by 
the apodles of Chritt, in his name. — This corntpt 
forbearance had no allowed place in the primitive 
churches. The apojjle, in theepiftle to the Ephe- 
fians, required of them to adorn their ** vocation 
.with all lowlinefs and meeknefs, with long tuffer- 
ing, forbearing one another in love,** But had 
they difpenfed with the laws of Chrift, for conve* 
nience and eafe, it had been forbearing one another 
in hatred. For thofe laws were expreffions of his 
love y the mod fervent love that was ever iliewn 
>among(l men, direfted' by infallible wifdom. 
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Whofoerer, therefore, would obliterate them, or 
slny how attempt to change them, muft eitlier fup- 
pofe himfelf wi/^r than Jefus Chrift, or 2, greater 
friend to mankind. He muft be moved, either bf 
an enormous felf-concek ; or by the fpirit of ma- 
fevoience."— 

* The more thinking part of religious men, oh* 
ferving what great mtfchiefi^ have arifen from con-i 
tendons about truth, — have fou&d it mod defira- 
hie to let truth alone ; and to concern themfelves 
chiefly about Kvine profitably in civil fociety. 
To be of fome religion is but decent ; and the. in- 
terefts bf human Hie require that it be popular and 
^rompliant. If men have dtiFereat notions of Jefns 
Chriil, his divinity, his facrifice, his kingdom^ and 
the cuftoms of his religion, even from what the 
apoftles feemed to have ; charity [with many] de- 
mands that we think well of their religious char* 
aders, notwithftanding this. It is unbecoming the 
modefty of wife men to be confident on any fide ; 
and contending earne^iy for opinions, injures the 
peace of the Chriftian church. Thus kind and 
humble is modern charity. — Inftead of rejmcing 
in, or with the truth, it rejoiceth in contemplating 
the admirable piety that may be produced from io 
.many diflPerent, yea, oppofite principles. — It is 
very true, that the power of godlinefs has often fuf- 
fered in a zealous contention about rites and cere* 
monies ; but the contentiiin has been^ chiefly about 
forms of human device. The Chrtftians of old 
time vi^re taught, not to ^Jpute about the inftitu- 
dbns of their Lord^ but to Ujerve them thankful- 
ly ;^ and hereby they exprefled their afiPe^ion to 
him and to each otiier. If that afieAion be grant- 
ed to be more important than the tokens oT it, it. 
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would be unjuft to infer that the latter have no 
obligation ;. which ivould imply, that Chrid and 
the apoAles meattt nothing by their precepts. Th« 
Methodifts have not, indeed, gone fo far as their 
ipiritual brethren [the Quakers] have done, in re- 
jecting all external ceremonies ; but they are 
taught to believe, that all concern about the ancient 
order and cuftoms of the Chriilians is mere party 
fpirit, and injurious to tlie devout exercifes of the 
heart. Thus the modern charity vaunts itfelf, in 
aniuering better purpofes than could be accom- 
pliihed by keeping the words of Chrift. It produ- 
ces a more ejctenfive and generous communion; and 
animates the devotion of men, without perplexing 
them by uncertain dodrines, or rigorous felf-denl- 
aU Although it fuppofes fome revelation from 
God, and fome honour due to Jefos Chrift ; it 
claims a right to difpenfe with both ; to choofe what, 
in his dodtrine and religion, is fit to be believed 
•andobferved.'* — So, that illegitimate charity and 
falfe moderation, which incline profe/Tors to treat 
divine inftitutions as articles of fmall importance ; 
led that great man, Melandhon, to place the doc* 
trine of jufiification by faith alone, the number of pot 
itive inftitutions in the Chriftian church, the juri/" 
diaion claimed by the Pope, and feverA /uper/Hiious 
rites of the Romilh religion, among things indiffer- 
ent^ when an imperial edicl required compliance.f 
But, < as we muft take I«?ed that we do not add the 
fancies of hien to our divine religion ; fo we fliould 
take equal care that we do not curtail the appoint- 
ments of Chri(l,'J: out of any pretence to candourK 

• Stridures upon Modern Simony, p. 4S — 55. 
t Molhcim's hcclcf Hift. Vol. IV. p. 37,38. 
\ Pr. Watt^V Humble Attempt, p. 6a. 
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or peace» or the edification of our fellow Chrif- 
tSaLXxs.' — ^The chanty for which many profefTors 
plead, is of fo lax a nature, and fo far befide the 
rule, both in regard to do(5triiie and worihip> as 
gives too much occafion to afk with Jo(hua» "Are 
you for w/, or for our ddvtrfaries ?** 

Once more : Remarkably ftrong, and not for- 

.eign to my purpofe^ are the words of Mr. John 

*Wefley, which are quoted with approbation by 

:Mr. Rowland Hill. * A catholic fpirit is not fpec* 

mlative latitudinarianifm. It is not an indifference 

rto all opinions. This is the fpawn of hell ; not 

:the offspring of heaven. This unfettlednefs of 

• thought, this being driven to and fro, and tofTed 

■about with every wind of dodlrine, is a great curfe» '* 

jiot a bleffing ; an irreconcilable enemy, not a true 

catholicifin -^A man of a true catholic fpirit — does 

not halt between two opinions, nor vainly endeav- 

^ours to blend them into one. Obferve this, you 

' .that know not what fpirit you are of ; who call 

;yourfelves of a catholic fpirit^ only becaufe you are 

vcf a rnuddy underftanding ; becaufe your mind is 

v4ll.in a mift,; becauie you are of no fettled, con-^ 

fident principles, but are for jumbling all opinions 

^together. Be convinced that you have quite miif- 

*ed your way. You know not where you are. 

You think you are got into the very Spirit of 

.Chrift,; when, in truth, you are nearer the fpirit 

.of Antichrift.'* 

Our brethren with an air of fuperior confidence 
foften deniiand, • What have we to do with another^ s 
Jkaptifm?* This interrogatory I would anfwer by 

* In Mr. Rowbnd HiU^t Full Anfwer to Mr« J. Wefle^'s 
^lemadLSyp. 40,41' 
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propofing another : What have I to do with 9SX'' 
othcT^s faith, experience, or praff ice ? In one view, 
nothing at all, if he do not injure my perfon, char- 
ader, or property ; for to his own mafter he (lands 
or falls. In another, much ; that is, if he defirc 
communion^ with me at the Lord's table. In 
fuch a caie, I may lawfully addrefs him in the fol- 
lowing manner : What think you of Chrift ? What 
know you of yourfelf ? Of yourlelf, as a (inner ; 
of Chrift, as a Saviour ? Of Chrift as King in Zion ; 
of yourfelf, as a fubjedl of his benign government ? 
Are you defirous to be found in his rigliteoufnefs, 
and fincerely willing to obey his commands ? Are 
you ready to bear his crofs, and to follow the 
Lamb whitherfoever he goes ? — Receiving fatis- 
fadion to thefe moft important queries, we will 
fuppofe the converfation thus to proceed : « What 
are the divine commands V After believing, bap- 
tifm is the^r/i, the veryjirft that requires a public 
ad of obedience — 'But I have been baptized.* 
Perhaps not. Makt* it appear, however, and I 
fiiall fay no more on thatfubjecft. — * I am really per- 
fuaded of it in my own mind. Were it otherwifc, 
I Ihould think it my duty, I Ihould not hefitate 
a moment to be immerfed on a profeflion of faith.' ^ 
I commend your integrity : abide by the didates 
of confcience# Yet care fhould be taken, that her 
language be an echo to the voice of divine reve- 
lation ; elfe you may negleA your duty and flight 
your privileges, ofiend God and injure your foul, 
even while you obey her commands — * But I am 
perfuaded Chrift has accepted me, and that it is 
my duty to receive the holy fuppen' That Chrift «>' 
has received you, I have a plesrfing perfuafion ; 
and fo I conclude, in a judgment of charity, con- 
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cerning all whom 1 baptize : but that it is the 
immediate duty of any unbaptized believer to ap- 
proach the Lord's table, may admit of a query : 
nay, the general practice of the Chriftian church 
in every age, has been quite in the negative. For 
a learned writer afTures us, that * among all the 
ahfurdltles that ever were held, none ever main- 
tained that^ that any perfon fhould partake of the 
communion before he was baptized.* Was it, 
think you, the duty of an ancient Ifraelite to wor- 
ihip at the fancSluary, or to partake of the pafchal 
feail, before he was circumcifed ? Or, was it the 
duty of the Jewifh priefts to burn incenfe in the 
holy place, before they offered the morning or the 
evening facrifice ? The appointments of God muft 
be adminiilered in his own way, and in that order 
which he has fixed. For, to borrow an illuftration 
from a well-known author, * Suppofe a m after com- 
mands his fervant to fow his ground ; doth this 
give a right to him to go immediately and caft in 
the feed, before that ever he break the ground 
with the plough, and make it fit for receiving the 
feed ? Should he go thus to work, he were a difo- 
bedient fervant. Neither could it e;i^cufe, that he 
had his mafter's immediate command to fow his 
ground. Even fo in the prefent cafe.'*-Chri(l com- 
mands believers to remember him at his ovni table. 
But were thofe believers to whom he firft gave the 
command unhaptl%ed ? Or, can we infer, becaufe 
it is the duty of all baptized believers to celebrate 
the Lord*s fupper, that it is the immediate duty of 
one that is not baptized^ fo to do ? — < Could you 
produce an inftance from the records of the New 

• Nfr, Thomas Bafto/i's Works, page 386. 
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Teftament^of any believer being refufed commu- 
nion, merely becaufe he fcrupled the propriety of 
being immerfed on a profcffion of faith> it would 
warrant your prefent deniaL But, whenever you 
(ball make it appear, that a truly converted per- 
fon, and one who was confidered as fuch, defired 
feliowfbip with a church of Chridinthe apo&oUc 
age, I will engage to prove tliat he was received, 
whatever might be his views relating to the mode 
and fubJe<S of baptifm.* And when you (ball ad- 
duce an inftance of any real convert, in thofe 
primitive times, confcientioufly fcrupling the ufe 
of the wine at the Lord's table, I will enter un- 
der the fame obligation to prove, that the facre<i 
fopper was adminiftered to him in his own way,—* 
* Will you, then, dare to rejed thafe whopa Chrift 
accepts !' Rejedl, from what ? My efteem and 
affe45lion I Far be it ! Under a perfuafiion that 
Chrtd has received you, I love and honour you 
as a Chriftian brother. His image appearing ia 
your temper and conduA commands my regard. 
— *Witb what conilftency, then,, canyourefuie 
me communion ? If Chrift has accepted me, if 
Chrift himfelf has communion with me, why may 
not you V •Communion wijth you in the knowl- 
edge and comfort of the truth I have ; and this 
would be both my honour and happinefs, -were 
you a converted Jew; Communion with you I 
alfo have in affedion ; but feliowfbip at the 
Lord's table is a didind ad, a very different thing ; 
and it is to be regulated entirely by the revealed 
will of him that appointed it. Communion a^ 
the holy fupper would never have been either the 
duty or privilege of any man, if Chrift had liot 
commanded it, any more than it is now my duty 
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to i:akbnitd die «Bcietit {NdToneh But dial eternal 
law vrbicfa Te<(mres me ** to lo^ my netg^bottr ai 
xnyfelf," wouU hmf^ obliged me to love you, both 
as a man aad a Clmftian, if baptifm and the 
IiOrd'» fupper had never been ordained#-^< After 
allf your profeifions of afiedion for me as a be* 
liever in Jeftts Chrift, and your refufing to have 
•communion with me at the holy tabtey carry the 
appearance «f a ftrong inconftft^Ky*' Admitting 
tliey do, the inconliftency is not peculiar to me» 
nor to thofe of my perfuafton ; b^aafe I ad 4tt a 
|>rinci|ple xecetTed in comnxm by the whole Cfari^ 
tian church. There is no denoihinatkm of Chri(& 
tians» Except thofe who plead for free commaniony 
that would admit you to the Lord's labH if they 
did not think you had been baptized. Thisi there- 
fore, is the principle on which I refuse to have 
communion with you: I coniider you as un- 
bajHi^ed. Suppofe a Jew, a Turk, or a Pagan, 
to be enlightened by divine grace, to have the 
truth as it is sa JefuS, to love God and defixe 
<u>mmuffiton with his people befbre he rs baptiaed { 
«saald yolii think it right, could your own con^ 
icience admit <^ it, as confident with the revealed 
will of Chrid aad the pra6Hce of his apolUi^s, dial' 
fuch a re^ueil &ould be granted by any gdfpel 
church i In a ca£e of this kind* I prdnme,-*-and 
there have been naiUiftts of Jews and Heathens 
converted, ikice the ChriilBan era commenced,—^ 
in fuch a cafe you would ea&ly di&ern a confift- 
ency, between loving him as a believer, and vefa£> 
ing to have communioli widi htm till he i^ras bap- 
tized. Nay, I cannot hdp thinkings biit you 
would be ftartlesd at the report of any relipioixs 
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toninitiftitf admitting &ch an one to the Lm-d's 
table ; becauie it would ftrike you as a notorious 
departure from the divine rule of proceeding ; 
from the laws and ftatutes of Heaven ii\ that cafe 
made and provided. Befides^ you have already 
acknowledged, that if you did not confider your- 
felf as baptized, if you thought inmierfion on a 
profeffion of faith eflential to baptifm, which you 
very well know is my fentiment, you fhould think 
it your duty to fubmit» you would not hefitate a 
moRient. So that,, were I to encourage your im- 
mediate approach to the facred fupper, I fhould 
ftand condemned oh your own principles. This, 
ibo'efore, is^e only quefiion between us, What is 
haptifm ? For you dare not a&rt, you cannot fup* 
pofe, that an unbaptized believer, defcended from 
Chriftian parents, has any pre-eminence, in point 
of claim to communion, above a truly converted 
Jew : and you muft allow that I have an equal 
right with you, or any other man^ to judge for 
myielf what is. eifential to haptifm. You verily 
believe that you have been baptized ; I am equal* 
ly confident, from your own account of the mat-^ 
ter, that you have not. Your confcience oppofes 
die thQught of being immerfed oi\ a profeflion of 
faith, becaufe, in your opinion, it would be rebap- 
tization ; mine cannot encourage your approach 
to the Lord's table, becaufe I confider infant hap- 
tifm as invalid.—** I perceive, then, that you look 
upon me as an unbaptized Heatlien : for you can- 
not imagine, that I am, or ever was, a Turk or a 
Jew.' Quite a miftake. I confider you as a real 
convert, and love you. as a Chriftian brother. 
Were you perfuaded that a fon of Abraham after 
the ffeih, or a dupe to Mahomet's impofture, or an 
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uncultivated Hottentot, had received the trtfth aad 
was converted to the Lotd Redeemer, would 
you ilill call hiin> without limitation^ Ajew%^. 
Turk, or a Heathen ? No, candour and coRunod 
ienfe would forbid the thought. You would 
rather fay, He is a believer in God's Meffiah, and 
a lover of Jefus Chrift ; he feels the power of go£> 
pel truth on lus heart, and his moral condu^S is 
comely ; but, as yet, he is unbaptized. I fhould 
rejoice to fee him convinced of the importance of 
that iniUtution, of the connexion it has with othes* 
appointmentsof Chri(l,and behold him fubmitto it. 
Then, were I in communion, I (hould freely give 
him the right hand of fellowihip, and break bread 
with him at the Lord's table. Till then, how^ 
ever, though I think it the duty of every Chriftiaa 
to love him for the truth's fake, I conilder it as no 
breach of charity, in any community, not to ad- 
mit him to the Lord's table. — ^Now I appeal Xf> 
the reader, I appeal to our brethren themfelves. 
Whether, on our Antipaedobaptiil principles, we 
are not obliged to confider a truly converted but 
unbaptized MuiTulman, and a converted Engliib- 
man, who has had no other than pflBdobaptijOxi, as 
on a level in point of communion with us \ For God 
is no refpe6ter of perfbns. It is no matter wliere 
a man was bom,, or how he was educated ; wheth- 
er he drew his iirft breath at Conftantinople, or 
Pekin, or London ;. wh^er. his parents taiigbt 
him to revere the Koran of Mahoiiret* the Intti- 
tutfts of Confucius, or the weU-attefted Revelation 
of God ; if he really be bom of tlie Spirit he has 
.an .equal claim to all the privileges. of a^ gofpel 
. church, with a true convert defcended fr^Hn Chrif- 
'tiananceftoiv. And if foi vhilci. our, brethren 
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u\Mt by dieir preftnt bypotbefii, dief cmM not 
refiife tht iacred fuper to the oncy a&y more thait 
the other, without the moft palpaibk inconii toiqr ; 
though, by adsnitting thefbrmsr to that dmoe ap^ 
pomtmetit, they would foiptift and oftnd all that 
heard of ii£ ^ 

Our oppoaeats fitrther fug0eft» nayt diey leeni 
quite eonideaty < That the Chriftiaji Jews in th^ 
primkiTe church, mighty on our prtncipies, have 
refttfed commuuton to the beHevtng Gentiles, be» 
caufe they were not cu-cumct&d ; and chat^the coiw 
verted Geatiks might hare denied fdlowihip to 
the belieTmg Jews, for the oppofite reafon.' But 
h^re our brethren taike for granted, what we 
tannot by any means aHow. For this way of 
talking lii^pofes, that a fubmtffion to ba^ifin Is 
no more {fennanded of heMevers now, than eiivum* 
cifion was ^ Gent^ converts in the apoAoUc age ; 
and diat we who plead for baptifm sis a eemi of 
cwnnunion, have no mote authority fo todoi than 
Jndaising Chriftians then had for maintaiaing die 
-neceifity of cireuaiciiion. Now fuch extraordinaifr 
poiitionsas thefe fliould not have been afuttkcd 
grOis^kgoifrawdffamdlyfrowd; which, had our 
oppo^^ well and truly performed, would have 
made me amd many^of their (hrtder brethren, tho* 
TOUgh prolelytes to free communion* Nay, we 
ihomdf probably, before now, have beenia^alkope- 
iul way of getting ^nHrtfy fid ^ itet ovdiaaiice, 
about the «rder aad tmpoitance of which we now 
^contend. For neither Pacificus nor Candidas 
"wiUdareto a&n, jdiat our afcended iLoid le- 
^quires aiiy of bis dtfeipfes to be ciroamciftd, either 
b^ore or aftet their adm^on to the holy table : 
'confequentiy, 4f their arguing fromcireumc&fifln 



Apdog/f for the Beiptijis. 137 

to !>apt1!fn Be coilekifive, we iiifay ahfdtrtely omh 
•llie latter, as converts of old did the foptner, witli-» 
©ut fear of the lead ofibnce) ©r of any divine r^- 
fehtirrent»' '- 

* ^Abd muft we* indeed, confider the adipiniftra- 
tion and. the negled of haptifm, as on ^ perfect 
fevd with being ctf cunicijR^, or nncircumcifed, in 
the apoftoHc times \ Mnil an ordmance ef the 
New Teftament, fubmiflion to whieh our Lord 
requires of all his difcipks, be placed on the ikme 
footing with an obfoieterife of the Jewiih church I 
How kind it is of our brethren who pofiefs this 
knowledge, and are fo well acquainted with Chn£« 
ttan liberty, relating to bapiifm, that they^are wil- 
ling to infdfin us of its true extent ; for, as &6cu 
nus long* ago obferved, 'Ignorance cf it is the 
caufe of man^i £viis*' I may^ however^ venture an 
appeal to the intelligent reader, Whetherthis way 
bf arguing does not much better become the pea 
of Soctniis, of Volkelius, or of a Quaker ; than 
that cf Pac^cn^^:, of Candidus, or of any Baptift ? 
Becaufe as Hoornbeektus remarkfi> in anfwerto the 
Socinians ;^ It is very abfurd to ea^lain the defign« 
the command, and the obligation of baptifra, by 
the abrogation and abufe of circumctiioa*' As 
Our brethren detefl; the Socinian fyftem in gener- 
al, 1 cannot but wonder that they ihould fo often 
ufe weapons, in defente of their novel fentimenty 
that were forged hy Socinus, or f<Miie of hfs papik, 
#br a iimilar purpofe. I could wiih» therefore, that 
• fome iuch perfon as Mn Ryland, who is vrell 
known to have an uti»r averfion to the capital 
tenets of that pretended reformer of the Aiefomied 
church in Poland, would ieriouily take Pacificus 
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ito 'taikt for fR^iag ib mnch boMour to ra^d^Niiivtr 

^ diviflie truths and a mutilfttor ^ God'«^oirilifi. 

For who knows but U aiight.hi«ye a>k{i{ip)r..effe^, 

.and oanle him to retraft liis Modt/t Piea^r'^-^mi^* 

ifiore I proc«ed to another o^|eAi«m it tinay pot be 

,9S0^% tp obferve» tWhat Ji Nvif^jr ^ijf la«dat4erafi|4 

kiadrQd.pmipfAs this air0aB9«nt4s'«4^t«|d to ^cve» 

.according to its v:'ariou8 ^pi^ication -by; »4iffere9t 

;peribnfi. In the hands of oar ^opf^mmts^ it «ffeda- 

^f proTes the Qtteffity of adwiu^iiig infant i^>rink- 

lingy infome cafe«9 as a proper /ucctdanam for 

. ymx they confi^er as <«al bap^fm. Fi^pm the 

pen of . SocimiSt it evinces^ h^yopd a donbt^ that 

baptiiisi is an imMtmA tiuag. And in the .moulh . 

-of fiarclay^ it wtu equally well deiiionftrate» thfit 

baptifin ftould. he puinfy Ud ^fidc. Well, dus^ 

aaight our Candid and FeacefulKHipoiierscoMimt* 

Aikte themfelves pn the £ilety of their cau2e« it 

'htmg .die&ndied by focb A^it^dg^d fiiKHrdras thi;^ ! 

And well might they luufee^os one man, in fayiiigt 

-* If, therefore, t]|is were tbe tifafy ,thmg .that cowd 

hie urged iai&vQiu: of the lalitiide of eom«Bvaigo I 

p}ead for, 1 Aoiild think it would be>fufikient i at 

jeaft Aiffioieot to e»piiie our condu^ ooid ft9pthe 

9 outh of €enri»e.f 

But, notwithftanding all I have laid, we ftan.t 
charged hy our hvethien with a eo/frcottt ineo^^w* 
\cy^ in )Pttr own ctiadiift ; j^tiecavfe .we occ^oi^y 
;ulmit, With pkafiue, Ffledobaptift^atii^fters.iiiita 
<our pulpits, to whom we jboold refiifeeommnniia 
afr the Lord's taUe. This objeAtoa has h«m 
much 4nfi(bd .vpoa ^of hiiew>and isloinetimes vatg" 
•«d«igainftu&hy way of ^lery, to the following 
fScfSu * Is net as much reqmred in order to an 
fifie$ in the cbur^hi as to, private membirjhif ? Is it 



^nwy.of^oiiTiqupqjj^ni^ as j^v^^te .»»flf|:i(vei;^}^ I 

The iirft ttii|^g,^t}i^n^ ,^fit ,4w^n4s ,iM^,,is 

. the fta^ of ,^bej4\M;ftiQn-,wWch'i« nqw.Jbiif&re lis. 

For it is,n<«, .^(asA^efc ,4jHcrie&4ifgfpeii, Whetti- 

./er as niuch be i3pt:r(^aite4 in 9r4er tp ^^qficdin 

ily allpw; ^thisju^^,«e»ex: dcnifd. ;For ^)^ cpn- 
.gcegfttipo pf Aic^Saiptil^s w^oixid thii^k they a^d 
coiiullently in. 09#kii^g ^choifft of .a ^PaeiJobaptiA.for 
tb^ir paitor^ pr to officiate as^a d^(mt ^fiefijij^Sy 
jmXL i)ot our hxQthrep a^^koowledge, Uiat ; in eY&ry 
ptderlf (oeietjf and piore c^eciallf 4n a cjhusch 
-of Chfiifty a, peri^ Jnuft Jae^ anen^het r^^e ,|ie 

>^a{i be an: «Ac^ i^ it i iThit is t4^ |m?^ in ^xi- 
pu^^t loaft k 4s ^tUs aboat T«#ch;I/c^l;ie2^^ ; 
:Wbe(hfr bapttfin.ibe^e^uaUy'i^^ft^^ 

Jkn^en^^ o£4mimiUi:lal,jgifts» ,as4t;.!iS;tO; ^o^fu^Mt" 
4|i#0ir at the J^prd's ^abjle? ^Qd» .^he|t)u9r tke iTcrip* 
cmFe favf^nr |j[»e oae asiXiiuch a^'Uie^t^er » 

Such beiiig t^ie true: ^e.p^^h^ qilf^ioBt I aqpvr 
%eg leave ta aft: I iSkippprtng put brwr#<i|o,pxtRre 
the a#i»utive{»^i>|id^4«H>{^9 wfa|^ 
lioeaeet aad bow^a^ .we^^sdpd byi it ? 1^ .it,:^at 
lire ai« {Qmy&,g^^iXJ,A:i^.4^^ 
'(^a'mt ^imiflaamdt i^ ^iApMi«rdus! jt4 «N^iv«! P»|o- 
^b^tift^imo our cuiiiii^viKtiqnt? Noj ^Kh tbbg is 

. |>«kei(ded. Is itf 4baEt ^^q f ppofQ A rm pktn, ^polV 

/ 

i 
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"* tbWcpreeedefti ^ neither is this laid to otir charge. 
For they do not believe diere wer 6 any P«dobap» 
ttfts in the apoftolic times ; aiid, confegnentfy) 
they cannot fuppofe that the New TeftaxAent eon- 
tains an example offuch being received iihocom- 
tnunion. What, then, is the conclufion they would 
infer ? It hxuft, furely, be fonfiething formtdaUe 
to every ftrift Baptift ; otherwife it is hatxlly fup^ 
pofable that fo much weight Aould be laid upon 
this objeiftion. The coufeqaefnce, however, is only 
this ; The premifes proved; f^ JMS Boptifts have 
no reajhn to cenfure their hrethrert of a loofer eaf^ be^ 
caufe they themfihes are equaify culpahh, though in a 
dijferettt refpeS. Or, in other words, ThefiriH Bap" 
tiftsy Hke fome other folhsy are not qulti infalUble ; do 
aSuaily err ; and^ by reafon tj*a m^aief impertinently 
hiame the eonduB of their more free, and open, and gen^ 
erous brethren, when they ought richer to epcamine and 
reform their owm-^'But this inference can be of 
little iervice to the caufe of free communion, ex* 
cept it be good logic and found divinity, to atr 
tempt a juftification of my own faults^ by proving. 
diat he who accnfes me is equally guilty : or to 
congratulate myielf as an innocent man, becauie 
ray neighbour cannot with a good grace reprove 
xne. Our opponents, I perfuade myielf, will not 
hfe greatly ofiended with us, if this argument, 
'fiircuiean as it feems to them, Ihoald not make 
n^i complete converts tO' irot commmiion. .^ So 

' foon, however, as our brethren ihall make it ap« 
jtoaH that they have as good a warrant for receiv- 
ing PcBdoba;pti ft believers into ftated communion, 
» I have to admit a Psedobaptift minifter oeca- 
iionally into my pulpit ; I wiU ekher encoure^e the 
f(nnej» or fi^finiy refyfe the latter. 



Bat if disfr queries prove aof thing* they prof e 
too muck ; more at leail, than the ^leriftf btciK). 
For, accordkig to the argomcnt cootaini^d tnthei|i> 
St is eqofiUy uawamuitabk for us to har a Pacdp-* 
bajitift miniAer |Mvafih» or to umie nvM bm in fmb* 
lie prayer ; as it le for them to receive him ioto 
coiDAuniQfi*- For iaftance: do they deittaQd» 
* Wfceie faaTe you either precept* or exfiaple, fer 
adsiiaing Peedohapdft jnimfiers into yottr.piii)pi|s» 
any npore than for receiviog them as members ^ 
I retort) on their Baptift principles ; Where have 
yoa either preeept or eiaaiple, in the i^tw Tefta- 
fnent, lor hemimg l^acdoliaptift mtniftcrs pivacb ; 
or for mMng ^i$k them in public prayer* any more 
thaa fbr receiving them as mei^hcrs ? And, to 
&0W the littiiky of this argument* I again de- 
immd ; Iff io SmrUig icich miajlfters preach, or ^y 
jimking Mm$h ihm in puhlic prayer (avbidi are un- 
^oat^ly toiQohes of the marat WQiftq> x>f God» 
ner peculiar to any di^nfadoa of iritgsctt) 
we 9& witbout any ezpiiefs conamaad cor pla^n 
example in the New Teftament ; vrith what pno* 
priety can weUame our hrethren fbr adfnitting 
Faedohaptifts to die Loi^d'is futppcr j(whidi is 'a 
f^tkte inftitution ; a pait of divinfe w^mfiup that 
^depends entirely on « rpvtiaiian pi the ioveijeiga 
will «f ^^od) though <they haivie neither preo^ 
fior precedent^ar ib 4aiagi Queniefs of lUs Umd 
on^yt be eaukiplsed, hot jthefe may fufice. 

mR, is tiiece no dji$fenmoe4>etw0en tl^ two cafes ? 
No diffmnce betwen occafionally adrnktingSr- 
dobaptift miniAers imo pur'pulpits»»nd moeii^g 
^them or others of ithe:fiane pa&afion* into xmr 
^communion'? I can fisavoely unagii^e >that our 
brethren ihesaiehws wiMAhere sg^v^ kniism fWfpi' 
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tive : but that this difference may plainly appear* 
let the following things be obierved.— Pabliie 
preaching is not confined to perfons in a church 
fiatcy nor ever was ; but the Lord's fupper is a 
church ordinance, not ought ever to be adminifl 
tered but to a particular church, at fucL Now 
it is of a particular church, and of a pofitive or- 
dinance peculiar to it, concerning which is all our 
difpute. — There is not that ftrid mutual relation 
between bare hearers of the word and their preach- 
ers, as there is between the members of a church 
and her pallor, or between the members them- 
felves. And as, according to the appointment of 
God, perfons mud believe Uie gofpel before they 
have any thine to do with pofitive inilitutions ; 
ifo, in the ordmary courfe of Providence, they 
muft hear the gofpel in order to their believing. 
The Corinthians heard before they believed $ they 
believed before they were bapii%ed; and, no doubt, 
they were baptized before they received x!i\ef acred 
/upper. (Adts xviii, 8.) When our opponents re» 
ceive Psedobaptifts into their fellowfhip, they prac- 
tically allow what they themfelves confider as a 
human invention, to fuperfede a pofitive, divine 
iuftitution ; and that with a view to their attend- 
ing on another pofitive appointment of Jefus.Chr ill* 
Not fo, when we admit minifters d that perfuafion 
* into our pulpits. In thi^ cafe there is no divine 
inftitution fuperfeded ; no human invention, in 
the worfhip of God, encouraged : nor is it done 
with a view to introduce them to any pofittVe ap- 
pointment of ourfovereign Lord.«— Again : When 
we admi( P^dobaptiil minidiers into our pulpits, 
it is in expedlation that they will preach the g(^ 
prii ; that very gofpel which we believe and lovci 
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and about which there ts no difference between 
them and u s. Bat when they receive Psdobaptifts 
into communion, they openly connive at what they 
confider as an error ; an error both in judgment 
and practice ; an error of that kind which the fcrip* 
ture calls, "will worftiip, and the traditions of 
men." There is, undoubtedly, a material diiFer- 
cnce, between hearing a minifter who, in our judg- 
ment, is ignorant of the, only true baptifm, dif- 
courfe on thofe do^ines he experimentally knows, 
and countenancing an invention of men* In the 
former cafe we (hew an efteem for his perfonal 
talents, we honour his mtniderial gifts, and mani- 
feft our love to the truth ; in the latter, we fet 
aiide a divinely appointed^ prerequifite for com- 
munion at the Lord's table. 

It has been already obferved, as a fad, that per- 
fons have been called by grace, who were not bap- 
tized in their infancy ; and, conddering baptifm 
as a temporary in(litution, have confcientioufly 
refuied a fubmifCon to that ordinance when con» 
verted, who yet defired communion in the holy 
fupper. We will now fuppofe a community of 
fuch 5 and that they call to the miniftry one of 
their number, who is allowed by ali competent 
judges, to poiTefs great minifterial gifts, and to be 
a very ufeful preacher :-^0r we may fuppofe a 
reformed Catholic, equally the fnbjeift of divine 
grace, and endued with equal abilities for public 
fcrvice : yet confcientioufly retaining the Popifh 
error of communion in one kind only. Now, on 
either of thefe fuppofitioils, I demand of our breth- 
ren, whether they would receive fuch an one into 
communion with the fame readinefs that they 
would admit him into their pulpits ? tf they an- 
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f#er iti tfa6 flegatiVe» dieii hj xhnelr own cOfifilffibny 
th^ h riot fo eloie a connexion between admit- 
ting a p^rfon to preach amongft us, and recetviisg 
hltn into communtony a$ they pifetend. And we 
may venttire to retort npon them j Shall an ex- 
cellent, laborious and ufefal mkiifter of ChriO: 
' ^ori fot yottf and fhall he hot be allowed to mt 
with you ! What« ihall he break tb6 bread of life 
to you, and. mud he not be fufibred to break bread 
at the LQtd*s table i»lih you t-^Agaln : We will 
Aipt>ofe arood man anda ufeful preacher tobefoUy 
I perfu^e<C i^ith the Hydroparaftates in the fecond 
century, that «^tffer fhbuld always be nfed at the 
Lord'i tabki, inftead of wine \ and that, on a pnntu 
pleofcottfcienceyheabibltttelyrefares the latter: Oiv 
that it is more fignificant and more agreeable to nfy 
the bread in the wfne,and receive them bodiatbnce; 
as pra<flifed by ibme in the fourth century, and ^ 
ihore frbquendy afterwards : Or, that he eonict* 
tetioufly approves the oxftom of the Greeks, who 
mix b^ng ftfOiit with wine, crmbie tbt hf^fdd into 
lib and taking it tmt with a fpooa, receive both 
elements together,* Now though, I confefs, they 
could not refufe him a place at the Lord's uble, { 
to partake of the holy fupper in his o^vn way, | 
without viohtting the grand rule of their condud, 
^ Go J bik rec^ved hims^' and though Pacificus 

' • Witfli Econom. F«a. L. IV. C* XVU. 5 .co, 45. To 
ilkax lengiits of fuperftttaOD txid abfurdity may perfons pro* 
lefling the Cbriftian reiigtoo run, when they leave the divine 
tvle of proceeding ! No branches of Jeho^^t worlhlp re- 
quire a more pmnAual regard to the ifaci^d rule, than di6fe 
^dUchareoftf^fvrlund; yet none have been f« mutikted, -n 
aieumorphofM, and abufed, acLthejr havebeeiii by die <per* '' 
vecfe tnsvnddat and boM iaipiscica of mx»^ 
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AxA Cahdidus cdald not rejeift him, without con- 
tradicting thte Ytilik of their plea for free commu- 
iilon ; y?t, 1 prefume» the generality of our oppo- 
nents wbuld hardly alloW of fuch a peculiar mode 
bf pi-bcfefedinfi;, in any di their churches. No •, 
Ihey ^^illd to ready to fay of fuch a candidate 
for ifellb^ihip ; He Otight to regard the example 
of Chritt, who ufed niine : Or, hfe ought to obey 
thfe divine comift^^nd, Which requires tliat we 
Aotild driki th^ Winli. Yet they ihieht not think 
tt pi-op^r to r^nf^ hihi the octafionalufe of a pul- 
pH, and ihight h^ar hnh preach the truth, received 
ill tonimon, "W^ith pleafure. 

Though, as Aittipsbdobaptifts, it catinot be ei- 
fie&^d, that we Ihould produce Inidahces out of 
th^ New Teftament, of Pxdobaptift miniders be- 
ing ehcouraged in a fimilar Way ; becaufe we are 
firthly t^erTuaded therie ivere notie fuch, till after 
ine facred canon was completed : yet ^^e find, in 
that inspired voluthe, a fumcient warrant t6r unit- 
ing with thbfe that bdieve, in affedion ahd walk, 
Jo far as agreed ; notwithRanding their ignorance 
of fome part of the counfel of God, to which a 
confcientious obedience is indifpenfably required, 
froni ail tlioffe by whbm it h known. (Philip, iii. 
1 5, 16.) Yes, the New Teflament not only fer- 
mitSf as lawful, but en/oins as an indifpenfablc du- 
ty, that we fhould IbVe them that love the Lord ; 
aiid that \vt ihohld ihdniftft this holy aflfeftion in 
ievery way, that is not inconfiftent with a revela- 
tion bf the divine will in fome other refpe<ft. So 
it was undfcr the Jewifli economy, and fo it is no\\\ 
To admit, therefore, a minifter to preach amoii;; 
11$, ^^^th whom we flioulJ have no chicv^ioi^ i- 

N ■ 
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comnmne, could we allow the.validity of infant 
baptilhi ; as it is a token of our affedion for a 
fervant of Chrift, of our love to the truth he 
preaches, atid is not contrary to any part of divine 
revelation, muft be lawful : or if not, it lies with 
our brethren to prove it ; becaufe they cannot de- 
ny that the word of God requires us to love him, 
and to manifeft our affedtion for him. lBut as to 
communion at the holy table, Chrillians in gene- 
ral have had no more doubt, whether baptifm 
ihould precede it according to a fpecial revelation 
of the divine will ; than whether baptifm itfelf be 
a part of the counfel of God. — ^When we aik a Px- 
dobaptift minifter to preach in any of our churches, 
we adt on the fame general principle, as when 
we requeft him to pray with any of us in a pri- 
vate family. And as no- one confiders th'u as an 
adl of church communion, biit a^ a teftimony of our 
afFedion for him, fo we confider that ; and it is 
viewed by the public as a branch of the general 
intercourfe, which it is not only lawful, but com- 
mendable and profitable to have with all that 
preach the gofpel. 

I take it for granted, that circumcifion was ab- 
folutely neceffary for every male, in order to com- 
munion at the pafchal fupper, and in the folemn 
worfhip of the fan<ftuary. , And if fo, had the moft 
renowned antediluvians that ever lived, or the moft 
illuftrious Gentiles that ever appeared in the world, 
been cotemporary with Mofes and fojburners in 
the fame wildernefs, they could not have been ad- 
mitted to communion in the Ifraelitiih church, 
without fubmitting ♦ > circumcidon. Enoch, 
though as a faint he walked with God ; thou&;h as 
a prophet he foretold the coming of Chrift to 



Apology for the Baptijis. 147 

judgment — Noah, tliough an heir of the rlghteouf- 
nefs of faith, a preacher of that righteoufnefs, and 
one of Ezekiel's wortliies, (Chap. xiv. 14, 16, 
18, 20.) — Melchifedek, though a king, and a 
prieft of the mod high God ; fuperior to Abra- 
liam, and the greateft perfonal type of tlie Lord 
Melliah that ever was among men — And Job, 
though for piety there was none like him upon 
earth, Jehovah himfelf being judge, and one of the 
propliet*s illuftrions triumvirate, (Ezek. as before. ) 
Thefe I fay, hotwithilanding all tlieir piety and 
holinefs, notwithftanding all their fhining excellen- 
cies, exalted charafters, and ufeful fervices, could 
not, as uncircumcifed, have been admitted to com- 
munion with the chofen tribes at the tabernacle of 
the God of Ifrael, witliout a violation of the di- 
vine command. THiis, I perfuade myfelf, our op- 
ponents muft allow : this, I think, they dare not 
deny. Yet if Enoch, for inftance, had been in the 
camp of Ifrael when Korah and his company mu- 
tinied, and had been difpofed to give the rebels a 
lefture on the fecond coming of Clirift ; I cannot 
fuppofe that his offered fervice would have been 
rejefled by Mofes or Jofhua, merely becaufe he 
wa« not circumcifed. Or, if Noah had been^ 
prefent at the ere<flion of the tabernacle, and in- 
clined to give the people a fermon on the future 
incarnation of the Son of God, and the righteouf- 
nefs of faith ; to which mod important objects that 
facred ftruifture, with its coftly utenfils and folemn 
fervices, had a typical regard ; I cannot but thlnk;^ 
they would have given him a hearing. Nay, I 
appeal to our opponents themfeives, whether they 
do not think fo as well as I. Yet that favoured 
people cost/d not have admitted them to commu- 
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nipn in fome other braf^ches of djyine ^qrf^fi| 
without tranfgreSing the ja^'s pf Jehpvah. ( Exoq. 
3fii. 44, 48. Ezek riiv, 7.) If tliis be aUowedj, 
the coniequence is plains and the a^gupient*. 
though analogica1» is irrefragable. For the pai^ 
chal feaft and the fan^uary fervices were vsx\ 
more of a pofitiye nature than the Lord's fupper | 
nor were the former more peculiar to thi^t dnpeun 
fation than the latter \% to this ; but preaching 
and hearing the word are not peculiar to any diA 
penfation of grace, as are baptifm and the facred 
flipper. 

0\ir Lord» though he warned his hearers again{| 
the pride and hypocrify, the unbelief and covetr 
oufnefsf of the ancient Pharifees, and Scribes, ancl 
JewiOi teachers ; yet exhorted the, people to re? 
gard the truths they de{iyered« (Matt, xxiii. i, z^ 
3.) Our opponents, notwithftanding, cannot imag- 
ine that Chrid would hav^ admitted thofe eccleu- 
^dics to baptifm, had they defired it ; nor will thej^ 
aCert that any, who are not proper fubjedls of that 
ordinance, (hould be received into communion.—^ 
When the beloved difciple faid, "Mafter, we faw 
one calling out devils in thy name* and we fprbac) 
him, becaufe he followeth not with us :" Jefus an- 
fwered, ** Forbid him not ; for he that is not againft 
us, is for us.'* (iiuke iz. 49, 50.) From which i^ 
appears, that we are under obliga.tion to encourage 
thofe that fight againft the comnipn epemy^ and 
propagate the common truth ; th<>u^h they an4 
we may have no communion together, m the fpeci^l 
ordinances of God's houfe ; which is the very cafe 
when we admit our Papdpbaptift brethrei^ to preacn 
among us. — We are alio infoimed, that the fir(^ 
Gentiie$ who were converted by the apoftolic n^in^ 
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iftry» were endued with miraculous gifts immedi- 
ately upon their believing and before ^ey were 
baptized ; for they fpake with tongues and glori- 
fied God. (Afts X. 44*) Nor is it improbable 
but fome of them then received gifts for the min- 
iftry ; and if fo, in the falnefs of their hearts and 
the tranfport of their joy, they alfo gave the firft 
fpecimen of their future miniftrations, to the pleai- 
ing aftoniftiment of Peter and thofe that were with 
him. But can our brethren fuppofe, that the great 
apoftle would have taken equal pleafure in hearing 
them requeil a place at the Lord's table, before 
they were baptized ? No ; his own conduft oppo- 
fes the thought. For, having beheld with afton- 
tlhrnent tl^ gifts they received, and hearing with 
rapture the trutlis they delivered, " he commandid 
them to-be baptized in the name of the Lord ;" to 
be baptized imnudiai^y in the name of that Lord, 
who requires a fubmiffion to the ordinance fronp 
all that believe. 

Once more ; A very conipetent judge of all 
that pertains to the minifterial charadlier, and of 
all tliat belongs to a Chriftian profeflion, has left 
his opinion on record concerning the miniilry of 
certain perfons, whom he confidered as quite un- 
worthy of his intimate 'friendfliip. 'fes, Paul, 
that moft excellent man, when afting as aman- 
uenfis, to the Spirit of wifdom, and when fpciiking 
of fome who preached the gofp' informs us, that 
envy ^ndjirife were the principles on which they 
a^ed, and the increafe of h'u qffliSions the end •! 
which they had in view. How carnal and bafe 
the principles ! How deteftable the end at which j 
they aimed 1— But was the apoftle offended or f 

N2 • • - f. 
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grieved, fo as to wMk they were filenced ? Or, d^ 
he charge his belpyc^ Philippians, and all the fiji^ 
cere followers of Chrift, never to hear them ? Let 
liis own declaration anfwer the queries, «* Whgt 
^ thqn ? notwithftaiiding eyery way, whedie; in prer 
tence^or in tnitb, Ctri^ u pre^hcd; and thercii^ 
I do rejoice, yeg, and will rejoice." (Philip, i. 
1 5 — 18. ) When a cornipted goipel is preached, he 
riiTerts his apoftolic authority, and thunders out 
anathemas agaipft the propagators of it. (G^I. i* 
6 — 9. ) Becaufej as Ood will not fet the feal of hi§ 
bleffing to a falfehood, or fanftify a lie, it can do 
no good ; it is pregnant with m^fchief. But when 
, the pure gofpel is preached, though on perverfe 
principles, as it is the tniik$ God frequently owns 
and renders it uieful, whoever may publifb it. 
Hence the apoftle's joy in the text before us.— NoWt 
as we are far from impeaching the fincerity of our 
Paedobaptift brethren, when preaching the gofpel of 
our af^ended Lord; and as Paul rejoiced thatChrift 
was preached, though by perfons who aded on the 
bafeft principles \. we cannot imagine that he 
would have taken lefs pleafure in the thought of 
Faedobaptift ipinifters publilhing the glorious sof- 
pel of the l^lefled God, had there been any fucn in 
tbofe da}*^, even though be might have confidered 
them as under a great miftake, in regard to bap- 
tifm : for our opponents do not believe, any more 
than we, that Paul knew any thing of infant fprink- 
ling. And if fo, we may fafely conclude, that 
there is nothing inconfiftent with our hypothecs, 
in occafionally admitting P«dobapti(l mmifters in- 
to our pulpits, and hearing them with pleafure.— 
IBut will our opponents aflert, or can they fuppofe, 
;hat the great apoftle of the Gentiles would have 
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encpuraged vith leqaal delight Aicb p(^<md« 9f 
thotfe of whom be ip^^lcs, to appro^x^h the hotly ig* 
bi? and have comipunion with him in all the or^ir 
nances of Go<Ps houfe? Perfans, whp ipade thiP glor 
rtous gpipel of the bleffed Gpd the vehicle pf ih^F 
Qvn pride, and envy, and maUpe ; and in whp& 
conduft thofe infernal temper $ reigned, and. haa 
fpr their immediate objed one of the mod e^cel? 
lent and ufeful men that ever lived ? Certainly, if 
on any oc^afion* we may bc^e adop^ the p«d provr 
erb ; Credttt jfi^dsus appella* 

<• Chriji U preofihtdi and therein I do rejoice, yea, 
and will rejoice." Dino(erf4]ted» noble faying I 
Wortliy of a. firft rate miniller in the Mefliah's 
kingdom ; worthy of Paul ; w]io cared not who 
oppofed him, nor what be faiered, if ChriA were 
but glorified in the converfipn of iinners* But 
though that man of God thus expreifes himiel^, in 
reference to gofpel preaching, I cannot imaginet 
nor will o.ur brethren affiro)} that he would with 
the fame pleafure have admitted any of the Jewifh 
f:onverts to commanion» becaufe they fuppofed 
tbemfelves to have been baptized, merely on ac- 
count of their haying been waihed according to 
the traditions of the elders. To a requeft of this 
kind, his mildeft anfwer, we have reafon to think» 
would have been, ** We have no fuch cudom, nor 
the churches of God." Yet, a^ Baptifts, our op» 
ponents mud contider infant fpr inkling, as having 
nothing more to recommend it, than human av^hor- 
by and gcnersU pra&kc g which were the grand rec- 
ommendations of thofe Jewiih wa(hings» and the 
very bafis on which they ftood.— Suppofe our 
brethren, in the courfe of their reading, were to 
jliad it affertcd by fome ancient author, • That Panl 
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frequently admitted perfons to communion, on 
fuch a pretence to baptifm ;' what would they 
fay ? They would, I prefume, confider the afTer- 
tion as a libel on his charadter. They would exe- 
crate the pen which tranfmitted fuch a faUehood to 
pofterity ; and look on the writer, either as a weak 
and credulous man, or as a forger of lies. And ex* 
cept a predile^ion for free communion biafled their 
judgment, their opinion and cenfure would be much 
the fame, were they to find it recorded ; * He fre- 
quently admitted believers to the Lord's table» 
before they were baptized.* The utter filence of 
the New Teftament, relating to a condudl of this 
kind ; the many paflages, in that infallible code 
of divine worfhip, inconfiftent with fuch a pradlice; 
and their veneration for the character of the great 
apoftle, woi^ld oblige them fo to do. Yet, amaz- 
ing to think ! for fuch a procedure they plead ; 
fuch a condudl they adopt ; and look upon us as 
greatly injuring the honour and interefts of real 
religion, and not a little contributing to the caufe 
of infidelity, merely becaufe we cannot confider 
them as the followers of Paul in this particular, nor 
become their humble imitators ! 

But why iliould our brethren fo earneftly plead 
for believers receiving the Lord's fupper, while 
they treat baptifm as if it were a mere trifle ; an 
appointment of Chrift that might very well have 
been fpared ? What is there of obligation, offo- 
lemnity, of importance, in the former, that is not 
in the latter \ Have they not the fame divine In- 
ftitutor, and the fame general end ? Were they not 
intended for the fame perfons, and are they not 
equally permanent in the church of God ? And as. 
to baptifm, ws^s not the adr^iciiftration of it by John, 
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0^ of thft Hrft cl^ara^ertfttcs of th^ Meiltah's ap? 
p^^rap^e* and of ^f gofpe) diQ>enfation cQfpm^np? 
ing ? Did not th^ King ^ef&ah fubmit tp it, ^ 
^n example of pbcdience to ^U bis fqllnwer^ ; aaf) 
]noft ftrongiy r^commei^d it to tbeir judgment 
^d confcience, their afF(?«Stions and pratS^ipe, \f^hpa 
be fai4 ; " Tit^f it pe^pr^eth %i tofy^i ail righteot/Lf^ 
i^Js ?^* Which, ^)y the yray, is more than cap be 
aflerted concerning the faired fupper \ for though 
lie inftituted it with gr^^^t folemnity, y^t we do ^ 
^a4 tliat b^ partook of it.* Was not the adminr 
if^f ation of b^ptiim fo hpnpured at the pver Jory 
dan* v^hen the gr^at /i^f^oni^^y fubmitted tp \t $ i^^bei^ 
the eternal F^^n by an audit>le voice, decjar^c} 
his approbation of it ; and when tl^e Pivi^c Sf^^ 
defpended on the head of Jefus, juft epiejged from 
the i^irater, as no other inftituppn evpr ^as I An4 
^oes not the divinely prefcribed form of word% 
th;^ is ufed in its adminiftration (hew, that th^re i^ 
^ peci^liar iGDlemnity, an excellence, ;^n import^pp^ 
ip It ? ^hile, at the fame time, it fuggefts afgil^ 
Qients of unanswerable forc^ s^g^ip^ tbpf^ An^iT 
Iriaitiirian errors ^^hich now k> mpph a.bou^(}« 
For pp nian who h^s bfsen baptjzjs^ ?t his pwp re- 
fjueQ, " in the nara^ of th^ Father^ and of t||e S^o^^ 
^nd oixh^Holy Gbqft;^* can deny that fund amen<» 
t^ do<ftrine of the Trinity, wUhopt giving the \}p 
tp his baptifni. 

Nor is it unlikely that jKxs iponfi^er^tion maj. 
have incliped fopae to oppofe th($ prdinance. * I 
believe one reafon,' f^ys Dr. WjjH, * why SjOpinu^ 
had fuch a mind to abolifh all ufe of baptifm among 
his followers, was» hftc^^e pjerfopA bapt^st^ h the 

* TVolfius in Luc. kzii. iS. 
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name of the Father^ and the Son^ and the Holy Spirit f 
would be always apt to think thofe names to ex* 
prefs the Deity in which they were to believe ; 
which he did not mean they (faould do. And fome 
of his followers have been fo difgufted with that 
form of baptifm, diat they have given profane in* 
iinuations that thofe words were not originally ia 
the fcripture ; but were t^ken from the ufual dox- 
ology into the form of baptifm, and then inferted 
into the text of Matt, xxviii. 19.'* — The fame fuA 
picions, relating to this matter, were entertained hj 
Mr« Thomas Bradbury, as appears by the follow- 
ing words : * My friends, I ought to warn you, that 
the main debate in a Httle time will be, not how 
much water (hould be ufed, but whetlier any at alL 
They who deny the doftrine of the Trinity are fo 
uneafy at the form of words, that our Saviour has 
made eflential to^baptifm, that they have a great 
mind to lay afide the ordinance, as Socinus did in 
Poland. They write and argue that it is not ne- 
cejfary ; by which if they mean any thing that is 
worth our heeding, it muft be, that it is not com* 
manded. For though we dare not fay tliat it is 
neceffary to God's grace^ yet the queftion is wheth- 
er he has not made it fo to our duty ? And when 
they afk you. Whether a man may not be faved 
without it ? Do you afk them, whether he is obe- 
dient without it ? whether^he (lands complete in 
all the will of God ? whether he fulfils all right- 
eoufnefs ? or whether he negle^s to do what th^ 
fcripture told him he ought to do ?'t 

• Hiaory Qf Infant Baptifm, Part 1 1. Chap. VI|. 
f Duty and Do^rinc, p. 5a. 
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It is with peculiar pleafurcy on this occafion* 
that I introduce the following pertinent pafTage 
from a little publication written by Mr* John Ry- 
land. His words are thefe : * Dr. Daniel Water- 
land juftly obferves, that the true dodtrine of the 
Trinity and the atonement of Chrift, have been 
kept up in the Chridian church, by the inilitutions 
of baptifm and the Lord's fupper, more than by 
any other means whatfoever ; and, humanly fpeak- 
ing, tliefe glorious truths, which are eiTential to 
falyation, would have been loii long ago, if the 
two pofitive inftitutions had been totally ncgledted 
and difufed amongft profefTors of Clividianity. In 
this point of view, baptifm and the Lord's fupper 
appear to be of unfpeakahle importana to the ghry of 
Gody and the very being of the true church of Chrtfl 
on earth.^* — Again ;^ In another little piece, .to 
which I have already referred, and of which the 
fame worthy minider of Jefus Chrift has expreffed 
his approbation in more yrays than one, though it 
does not bear his name, I find the following 
ftrong aflertions relating to the importance and 
utility of baptifm. * It is highly incumbent on all 
that love the Lord Jefus ChriTl in fmcerity, and are 
glad to behold their Saviour in every view in 
which he is pleafed to reveal liimfelf, to confider 
the dignity and gkry of his holy inftitutions. Thefe 
laft legacies of a dying Saviour, thefe pledges of 
his eternal and inamutable love, ought to be re- 
ceived with the greaieft reverence and the warmeji 
gratitude. And as they diredtly relate to the death 
of the great Redeemer, which is an event themoft 
interefting, an adion the moft grand and noble 

* Bcattty of Soeial Rcligioi), p. lo. 
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that e^ir appealed in the woHd, th^y dii^ht to b<- 
hfeld In the %fe^ efieeM^ and pferform^d v^ith thfe 
vMbJI fiiemniif. pf thtft mRitntionsj fo////3i» calls 
for ontjir/l regdW, <w it is a^oiMed to btjir^ pei-'^ 
for^ned: and however ttghtfy the ikcohJi'(kra!te pah 6f 
hankie tAay dffe& to thdt this ordihahce^ it ought to h 
irmeMered; [I hdp^ Candidus, aftd efjjefcially Pi-: 
cificils, will never forget it] that Chi-^ himfeiftoh^ 
Jideired it and fubmitfed to iti as an important part of, 
that right'ec^fnefs kifhicb it became iyeh the SoH of God 
t6fulfU. As thii drdinince is tb be akc'e j)eiformfed; 
and not repeated, every Chriftislh ought to be^iir- 
ticulariy tarefAl that it is done in a right xnantifer ; 
br the benefit arifing to the^oul from this inftitu- 
tibn is loft^ and loft forever. We ought with the 
titmoft deliberation and care to confider— ^its own 
kdti^e iRgnity^ as an a^ion of the pofitive or ritual 
kihdj the mo/t great and nobk in iifdf attd iubli pleaf 
tng to God, that it is poffibhfor us hpetforiA dn thisjide 
heaven, — In this adioh^ Chriftlans, you behold the 
counfel of Ood ; it is the refalt of his wife and 
eternal purpofe : it is clearly cbriinianded in his 
Woi*4 : it is enforced by his owri examplb ; and 
honoured in the moft difttngtiilhed and wonderful 
manner, by every P6tfon in the adorable 'trinity^ 
This ordinance is no triviai affair ; it is no mean 
thing,; and whoever is fo unhappy sks to defpifeity 
Wants eyes to fee its beauty ixid exceltenty. — ^-^ 
Our great Redeemer feems to have defigned this 
ordinance as a tejl of our fincerity, and to djfiik- 
gtti/h hisfoiiowers from the reft of itlankind. As a 
captain who, to try a neW foldier, employs him at 
firft in fome arduous and important fervioe ; fo 
our Saviour, to try his own work, and to make the 
reality of his powerful grace in the he;irts of his 
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|)eople manifefl to theniielTes and to the Worlds 
calls them out at firft to a ^reat and fittgtiUr ae- 
tfODy and requires their fubxniffion to an inftitutipd 
that is difguftful to their nature and mortifying 
to their pride.* And the title of the pamphlet^ 
from which thefe extrafts are made, fpeaks of bap j 
tifth, < As an adl offubli^f worfiip to the adorable 
Ferfons in the Godhead — As a reprefentation of 
Xhefuffenngs ofChrlfty his death, burial, and refur- 
redion— As the anfwer of a good confcience to- 
wards God — As an emblem of regeneration stUd 
fanSification — As a pott^erful ohligathn to newnefs of 
life — And as a lively figure of the natural death of 
every Chriftian/* 

Mr. Daniel Turner has alfo borne his teftimon^ 
to the ufefulnefs and importance of baptifm. For^ 
fpeaking of that ordinance, he fays ; « Cbrift hiln* 
felf fubmifted to this rite, as adminiftered by John ; 
not indeed with the fame vie'A'^s, or to the fame 
ends, with others ; but as pointing out by his 
example, the duty of Chrifitans In general* He alfo 
gave his minifters a commiflion and order, to bap* 
tfsse all the nations they taught. — It appears that 
being baptized, was the common token of fubjedltoit 
to Chrift, and necejfary to a regular entrance into hii 
vifible church.* And, when defcribiitg the qualifi- 
cations of thofe that are to be received into com* 
munion, he fays ; < They fhould be acquainted 
with the chief defign of the rites and pofitive inftj- 
tutions of Chridianity, and reverently ufe them; 
viz. baptifm, and the Lord*s fupper.' Once more : 
Speaking of that refpe6t which the two pofitive 
appointments have to vifible fellowfhip among be- 

* $ixViewtofBcHevcr&*Qaptirm, p. i, z, 3, 15. 
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lievers, he fays ; ' Baptlfm^ indeed, by which we 
are firft formally incorporated into the - vifible 
churchf or body of Chrift, is die heginntng and fouH' 
tiailon of this extenial communion : but the Lord's ' 
fupper is beft adapted for the conflant fupport and 
continual manifeAation of it.'* Nay, he mentions 
* the nverent ufe of the two facraments^ among 
thofe things which are ejfenlial to the conftitution 
of a particular vifible church.'f 

After fuch confiderations as tliefe, relating to 
the vaft utility and grand importance of baptifncif 
one cannot but wonder at Pacihcus, Candidas, and 
others of oxir opponents that were never fufpeAed 
of Antitrinitarian error ; calling that ordinance ai 
uon'iffentialf an external r'ttc^ an indifferent things H 
JhadoWi a mere outward form ; comparing it with 
the antiquated rite of circumcifioH^ in the apoiiolic age. 
How different this way of talking from the quo- 
tations I have juft produced ; elpccially thole I 
have taken from pieces that were eirlier publldicd^ 
or compofed and recommended, by my worthy 
friend Mr. Ryland ! For he looks upon baptifm, 
in connexion with the Lord's fupper, as of unfpeak* 
able importance to the glory of God, ?.nd the very 
being of a true church upon earth. He infifts 
upon it, that baptifm demands the believer's regard^ 
prior to the holy fupper, as^it was appointed to be 
firft admiuiftered : and he feverely cenfures tliofe 
inconfiderate mortals^ who treat the ordinance light- 
ly. — Mr. Turner alfo, as we have feen, maintains 
that baptifm is /i6^ /////y of Chrljlians In gentral i that 

• Compend. Socul Religion, p 37. ''>'<ti); jnd p. 63, 
lao. (Note). 

f Sec p. c. Note. 
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it is the common toksn of our fubjef^ton to Chrifl: $ 
that it is necejfary to a regular entrance into the vifi* 
ble church ; and that it is \!kt foundation of external 
-communion in the houfe of God. Surely, then» 
thefe authors cannot but be greatly grieved, if not 
offended, with thofe diluting terms and that de- 
grading comparifon, which are ufed by Meffieurs 
Pacilicus and Candidas, when fpeaking of the or- 
dinance ! Nay, they will 'be ready to retort upon 
them that heavy charge, which thofe Peaceful and 
Candid Gentlemen levelled at us ; and to remind 
them that, by treating baptifm in fuch a manner, 
they greatly injure < the honour and intereft of 
truie religion, and not a little contribute to the 
canfe of infidelity.' For they have united in re- 
peatedly calling baptifm a non^ejfential i and in 
comparing it with that obfolete appointment, cir» 
cumcifion^ of which Judaizing Ckriilians of old were 
fo fond. This being the c^de, I am heartily glad 
that thefe worthy authors have reprobated ihm con* 
dudt,and {opuhiickfy eondemnedth^irw2iY ot'thinkingt 
in regard to baptifm. It may ferve, perhaps, as 
an antidote againft the hurtful influence of their 
Modeji Plea ; nor may it be entirely ufelefs to Pa- 
cificus and Candidus themfelves. But yet, me* 
thinks I could (incerely wi(h,'as Mr. Ryland and 
Mr. Turner are pretty well acquainted with thofe 
writers, that they would feriouily examine and 
converfe with them in private^ on the fubjedt about 
which theyyo widefydiffer.'^And I may juft hint, 
that as they are the fitted perfons in die world to 
perform the friendly office, they need not fear pro* 
Yoking their choler. For as their names are Can^ 
did and Peaceful^ fo is their temper ; and it might 
have a beneficial effe^y by making them more 
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cs^reful what they wiite sind publifh in faturei in 
tfig'dT^ to free cpmmunioQ. — But I re^ni frgm 

tb^s digrefliQ.n. 

Mr. fiunynn, whf n fpeaktng of b^ptifmi calls it, 

^^t§r ; five.time^ oTer» in fu many lines. And 8( 
fubmiflion to baptifm h^ defcribes in eqiJ^Uy d«f 
grading language. For he r«pfefents it, a^ 911 

m^ OMHu^rd ^4 hdify emfirm'U^ ta ouiward and. 
J/^e^m^Hb ci^wnjfamii^ — And calls it obe^^emm ff 
m^t^r,* Wfeat d«£^r««iaung term&l What IrreT* 
^rent l^Qguag^ i Is not the reader tempted tQ 
ii^ink> ti^at I have made a mi (lake in my author ; 
^Ii4 that J have been referring to Socinns, or B^u-- 
x]eky» laile^d of him who penned that imnnortal 
vroik, T^ PiiQrimt* Pf'ogpffi^ Put let nae no^ 
i^rong ih^ authors* by iB&mati^g that thej 
s^l^e ujfe of fibular l^ngu^ge on the £ane fubj€d# 
jFot though ^y^ former, when fpeaking of tlie ofir 
dinai^c^ uOiCier confideration^ frequently calls it* 
« rh« e^'ter^^fcl b^vptifm ^ water,' for whi^h 
hi-^ opponent r^proyes him if and though the 
l^^ter disnominates bofih the poiitiv^ in(iituti,Qii$ 
of oiir Lprds ^ .ihadows^ and oi^tfide. things ;' 
yet, fo far ^s I have oWerved* neither of tliewi 
.i^v^r ^d >fuch d^-rading and indecent languaff« 
5;^Hi,«Qrniarg baptifm, a& that pi^oduced £r;oai Mr* 
iBEiu^yan. Kay> \ do not remember ta have met 
.nvilh aoy tilling' of the kiadt that is equal to it, ex^ 

* W©rJsa» V^l L p. i3j3p 137, 168, i6vt, 134. 138*194. 
> SiaptUhiuai aquai «9t«|««iBi^ i&pud HtMrnK Socoi. 

^onA Xom. ill fi. 30^ 
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cept what is reported of fome ancient heretics^ 
called jfrchonticu* Yet had Socinus or Barclay 
fo exprefled htmfelf, we fhould not have been 
much furprifed ; becaufe the one maintains, that 
Chrift never required his apoftles to baptize in 
water, but only permitted them fo to do ; and the 
other exprefsly fays, that *he [Chrift] commanded 
his difciples to baptize with water, I could never 
yet read.'f Our brethren, therefore, who plead 
for free communion, are the only perfons profefll 
ing firmly ta believe, that Chrift commanded really 
and folemnly commanded his miniftering fervants; 
to baptize in water, and continue the praalee to the 
end of the world ; and yet treat the ordinance as 
if it were a mere circumftance in divine worfhip ; 
an indifferent thing % and difpenfe with it juft as 
occafion requires. Confequently, they have tha 
complete monopoly of tliat honour which arifes- 
from the union of fuch a creed and fuch a conduQ* 
The Lord's fupper, however, is confidered and 
treated by them in a different manner ; for they 
fpeak of it as a delightful^ an edifying^ an important 
inftitutioiu But what authority have they for 
thus diftinguiihing between two appointments of 
the fame Lord, intended for the fame perfons^ of 
^qual continuance in the Chriftian church, and alih 
required o£ proper fubjedts? They have, indeed, the 
example of fome Socinians, and the venerable fanSion 
of tlie whole Council of Trent. For the title of 

* Who impiovfly, asThcotbret ^Sext^^I^vaerum e$eecram' 
tuKf etm^triorum partieipatiwtemy ut qumjiat in nvmint Sabaotbm 
Apud, Suicerum, Thef. £ccle£ fub voce BourWfJUi, 

\ Hoornb. ubi fupra, p. S49, ^50, 25 U 30 1« Barclay's 
ApoL p. 424* 



oM: clmptesF m di9 ve^ords.of thait CooacUy t&; 
-^CoBcormog the excdybace: of tho* moft hxAyi Eu:- 
Aiheuriiiy o^ipvff ^^ wjt oi the facmmeots.*^ But as 
a goodi oM FvoM^as writer obfenvcs,. * That tlu 
one facsajnent ftould> be fo Buush extolled sUknw 
«he other,, nafxiely;,. the- Loird's f^ppco to* be pte^ 
jSerredf before bapttfin, a* rfie^ more- wonth^ii andex< 
ceUenufkorameuty we'ftiid.n^fuoh tiling in<the wosd 
o£ God: ;. buli that both of them are of like f^tgidty 
in- thezn£&l«es» and to be had equally and ifidi^Rer. 
,«Dtly in moil; high accounts 'f Nay, Mr. Ryland 
a&ires us, of which I would, have Pactfieus- take 
p articular notice*; * That baptiijn ought to be coni. 
ftdei^d as glorious an a6b of wodhip^ at erne* W£U 
infikuiedby- God.^^ — Might not the Jews of oUl 
have diftinguifticd> with equal .proprieiy,, between 
circumciiion and, the palcha) fupper I Doesi it be* 
come us. to form, comparifons between. the pofitive 
appointments of our Eternal Sovereign^ i« r^rairi 
to tlieir importance ; and that with a view, to dif* 
penfo with either of them, while the very faane au.- 
Sioiity enjoins the one as well as the other ? Can 
fuch a.condudl be pious^ humble, or ratfonaL?: Is 
iDnotfomething like being ** partial :in God^s law^*' 
for, which the ancient priell&were fevcrely cenAarf 
ed ? Or, (hall wie fay of our obedience, to God, as 
he fays, to the mighty ocean ; " Hitheito (halt 
jhou come, but no further V* 

But fuppofing it.is-evident, thatibBptifm'isjMftfA 
inferior to the facred fupper in point of impor- 
tttnce ; yetv while it is an ordmanovcfGod^ it has 

♦ Council. Tridfent. Sclt XIII. Chap. Ill; 
f- WiUet'9 Synopf. Baf»fnu, p. 556, 557. 
\ Beauty of Social Religion, p. 9. 
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an equsd claim on oar obe<tteno6. For it is nor 

the manifeft excellence, or the great utility of any 
divine appointment^ that is the tme reaibn of our 
ilibmiflion to it ;. but the authority^ of Him thaC 
commandsi < It hath been ever God'swont) fays 
Bilhop Hall, by finall pvecept^ to prove men's dif^ 
pofidons. Obedtetiee is as well tried in » trifle, as 
hi the mofl important charge : yea, fo much more, 
as the thing required is Icis : for oftentimes thofe 
rwho would be careliil in main affairs, think they 
may negledt thrfmalleft. What command ibever 
we receive from Godi or our fuperiorSy we muft 
not fcan ihe^mxigbi^ of the things but the authority 
of the commander* Either diiRculty, or flightnefs^ 
are vain pretences for difobedience.'*' Nay, even 
Dr. Prieftley, though remarkable for his liberal' 
ientiments and rational way of thinking, and far 
from afcribtng too much to God'sdominion over 
the fubjeds of his moral government ; yet ftrong* 
ly afTerts Jehovah's prerogative in this« refpeSi 
Thefe are his words; 'Every divine command' 
ought certainly to be implicitly complied- nvith^ evert 
though we ihould not be able to dtfcem the rea>*' 
ion of it.' And has not He who is* God over all- 
blefied forever, faid ; •* Whofoever fhall break one* 
of-ithefe leaft commandments, and (hall teach men^ 
fo, be fhall be called the leaft in the kingdom of 
heaven ?*' As in the great concerns of religious 
worfhipr, nothing ftiould be done that is not requiri 
-ed by Jehovah : and a« the lawfulnefs oPall pofti' 
tive rites depends entirely on their divine Autlfot* 
and his ini^itutions ; fo he who complies witH 
ibme, and negleds others that' are equally? cottf'- 

* Conteinplationt, Vol IIL p. 474b Edinb. £(!lt. 
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manded and equally known, may pleafe-himfelf^ 
but he does not obey the Lord. 

Further : Thefe depreciating expreffions, nan^f^ 
ftttialj external rite, a Jhado*vj^ and a mere outward 
formy may be applied to tlieTacred Tapper with as • 
ZDUch propriety as they are to baptifn). Another 
quotation from Barclay will not be difpleafing to 
pur opponents ; efpecially when they obierve, how 
nearly his language* in regard to baptifm* coin- 
cides with their's. * We, {fays the plain dealing 
apologifjt, we) always prefer the power to the form, 
the fubftance to the fhadow ; and where die fub* 
(lance and the power is, we doubt wa/i to deaoni^ 
^nate tlie perfon accordingly, though the form be • 
(wanting. And, therefore, we always feek firil 
and plead for die fubftance and power, as know- 
ing that to be indifpenfably necerfary \ though the 
form fometimes may he dijpenfid fioitk,'* — Difpenfe 
mitth the formy in regard to fuch perfons as fojfefs 
the power: why that is the very thing for which. 
,o,ur brethren plead* How happily friend Rpbe;:t 
^nd diey are agreed, in this refpe£t 1 And what 
^ honour it refledts upon diem^as Baptifisi to have^ 
iuch an affociate I They, however, will do well 
to remember that the princi-ple on which the Qua* 
ker proceeds, extends its influence to the holy fj*p- 
per, no lefs than to baptifm ; and that he who has 
a right to difpenfe with a law, may entirely repeal ity 
andenadl another whenever he pleaies,— Baptifm 
is an external rite^ a mere outward form. But what- 
ever Socinus, or Bunyan, or any of our brethren, 
may fay in defence of their condu^ on this ground, 
will apply with equal force againft a puniftual ob- 

• Apology, p. 419. 
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fcrvauce of the Lord's fupper. This Barclay in- 
tended. For are not bread and tvtne external 
things, as well as luater ? And has not the ad of 
hafihiittg as much Jfirituaiily in it| as the a<5ls of 
eaisf^ and drinking f Beddes, an apoftle has a^ur» 
ed us» that <' the kingdom of God is not meat and 
drinki^ tliough the latter v^re the richetl of cor- 
dials, any more than it is immerfion in water** 

Once more : When I confider how much morefrt' 
quemtly baptifm is noendoned in die New Teftam^t» 
than the facred fupper ;f how often repenting 
^nd believing Gnners are exhortsd^ by the apofUesy 
to be baptized ; how foou that ordinance was ad- 
mini ftered to ChriHtan converts after they believ<r 
ed ; what exhortations are given to profeffing ChriiP* 
tiansy on tlie ground of their being baptized ; an4 
when i rcfledly that the Holy Spirit commends them 
that. were baptized by John^as ** juAifying God:'' 
while he/eviereiy cen/ures others, as <* rejeding the 
coun&l of God againft tkemfelFes,'* becaufe they 
flighted the fdlemn S4)p0intment ; 1 cannot but 
wonder at. the language and condti<5l of our oppo-« 
nents. — Their very fingular conduct appears to 
me dill more extraordinary* and yet mpre uawar- 
rantable* when I refled^ ; that baptifm is a divine 
inftitution to which a believer fubmits but oncef and 
a branch of divine wor^p that he is required to 
perform but once ; in which refpe^ it gready dif* 
fers from every odier appointment in the worfhip 
of God, under the Chriflian economy. For, thi«« 
being the cafe, one fhould have imagined, if noto- 
rious> and ftubboni fads had nqt forbidden ,the 

* Vid. Hoornbeek. ut fupra» p. 362* 
f Hoornbeek. utfupra^ p. 409^416* 
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thought ; that every mlntfier of Jefus Chrifl, and 
every church of the living God, would injift on Jt 
fubmiilioa to what they cohfider as real baptifniy 
in ail whom they admit to the Lord's table. And 
whatever Pacificus may^ have faid to the contrary, 
or however unimportant he may fuppofe the ordii^ 
nance to be ; I have the pleafure to find, that Mr, 
Kyland, as before obferved, ieems to confider it in 
the fame light with myielf, if one may venture 
to form a judgment <;^his views relating to- this 
inditution, from what he has publiOied under his 
own nanie. Tliefe are his words, and I would 
warmly recommend them to the confi deration of 
Pacificus : * Baptifm ought to be confidered as glo* 
rious an a3 of worjhlp as ever was infiituted by Go(L 
It is to be performed but once in the life of a 
Chriftian-wbut once to -eternity ; and therefore, it 
ought to be done with the utmoft veneration and 
love.'* — Here, then, w« have an ordinance ap- 
pointed by Supreme authority, which requires to 
be celebrated but once ; a command given by the 
Lord Redeemer, that is perfeftly fatislied with one» 
yes, with only one a<a of obedience in the whole 
couri'e of a Chriftian's life-: yet, ftrange to imagine, 
but certain in fadl, though the authoiity enjoining 
is ahfolute^ and acknowledged fo to be ; though the 
•obedience required confifts in ^Jin^h inftance ; and- 
though the duty commanded is generally eafy^ very 
eajy to be performed, where there is a difpolition 
for it ; our brethren not only connive at a negleft 
of it, but feverely cenfure us becaufe we do not 
adopt their eonduft ] but whether we or they de»- 
4'erve cenfure, confidering the principles we hold 

''* .Beauty of Social ReHgioiii p. 9, 
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in common* I leave the impartial reader, I leave 
allbutthemielves, to judge, they not believing, any 
more than we, the divine authority or the validity 
of infant fprinkling ; for if they did, they would 
(land convidted before all the world of jinabafaifm* 
My reader will pardon the frequent repetition of 
this thought, it being of great importance in every 
difpute of this kind ; nor can we fuffer our oppo« 
nents long to forget it. 



SECTION vr. 

RefleBians on the <Minguifl^'mg CharaSer^ Stridt Bap- 
tids, vfhlch our Brethren afply to us, 

OUR opponents, I obferve, repeatedly call us, 
Stria Baptifls ; but whether for fo doing 
they merit commendation, or deferve cenfure, 
may, perhaps, be a queftion with fome. If, by 
the epithet y?ri<?, ^hey mean eMaSy accurate^ con/cien* 
tioujly nice ; their candour deferves commendation. 
In that f^nfe of the term we are not alhamed to 
be called Slrid Baptifls ; we cheerfully adopt the 
character. 

It may, however, admit of a query, whether we 
be fo fully entitled to po/Tefs this honour without 
a rival, as our brethren feem to indnuate. Is ic 
becaufe we are ftridler than the apojttesy in regard 
to communion at the Lord's table ? That remains 
to be proved. Is it becaufe we confider baptifm 
as equally tJie duty of all believers ? This, in- 
deed, we maintain ; and the reafon is, thofe argu- 
ments which prove it the duty of one, will apply 
to all. Or, is it becaufe we confider baptifm as a 
term of communion ? We, it is true, avow ^e fen- 
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dment j but k is far hora being peculiar to us. 
For it appears from the foregoing pages, that ve 
ad on a principle, received in common by Chrif- 
tians of almof^ every name, in every age, aftd in 
€verjr nation. When, therefore, we are cortipared 
with profeffxng Chrrftians in general, we have no 
peculiar claim to the epithet jfc*/t?, whatever right 
yrt may have to the denomination of Baptijts^ or 
whatever be our diftinguifhing charaAer, when op- 
pofed to our brethren with whom we now contend. 
' — Nor can we be otherwife xh^xifiriSty without vi- 
olating our own principles, and contradi(5ting out 
awB pra<5iice; For <wt believe that all who ha-ve 
received the truth,, ihould profefs their fakh in Je- 
fu$ Chrid and be baptis^ed. And have we not the 
happinels, in this refpedt, of agreeing with oar 
brethren ? When we made a public declaration of 
our dependence on Chrift, and gave a reafon of 
the hope that is in us, we believed it was our du- 
ty to be baptized, before we received the facred 
fopper. Did not our opponents do the fame ? 
or had' it tio place at all in their creedf In confe- 
quence of fuch a conviflion, nve were adlualty im- 
merfed in the name of the Lord, before we ap- 
proached the holy table. And were not they alfo ? 
But how came it to be ekher our duty, or thetr^s^ 
thus to proceed ? Was it becaufe they or w« believed 
that it was required of us ? Or, did a full perfua- 
fion of this kind conftitute that a duty^ which would 
no otherwife have been obligatory ? If ib, a Cath- 
olic may lawfully adore the hofl:, a Muifulman re- 
vere Mlahomet, and a Jew blafpheme the Meifiah. 
No ; that which made it our duty to be baptized, 
and then to receive the L»ord's fupper, was the 
command of Godi which lies on every perfon £i> 
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^i^^fitdft by ih^ renewing 2^eacj of the Divine 
i|ptrit» as WQ humUj conceived ourfeWes to bei^ 
Hov^ C9& h be fopptofed tkat this command ex- 
Xi»9d» Ito «Qne tat xhoie amon^real converts, wh«> 
£^t iljs joroe on their ovrn eon&ienees I Or, may 
1f^ ^i^' ^^clude, that a believer is no farther 
^U^ed bj any diviae pvecept, or prohibition, than 
h^fidt sin4 m^knowi^dgti the obUgation, m regard 
t» Umfetf ? If fo, a beUever who has been b^ptiz* 
^ say tire aU hit days ia the niegledk of eommuy 
mon 4( the Leird^s table, and ftaad. ae<|iiitted of 
Mavie ; 9Bdcovetouiiief& tsno cringe, in thoaiknd& 
iKfao bow at the ihriae of Mammon > §&f there aise 
comparatively few lovers of money, who acknowK 
^ge thehr gulh in ^M: refjped. Nay, on this 
f^ncipk: it. WiH follow, that the more ignorant any 
believer 13^ and the lefa tender bis eonfcientse^ h» 
\% undeis fo much the lefs obligation to obey the 
diyin^ CJ9iyi|Daad%i But the reader wilf do well to 
fctvieinber, that die Gre^ Supremd does not lie at 
our ecHH^teiy for his claim of obedience upon us, 
m ajay iaftance th^t can be named; No i it is not 
our amwHiou oS the propriety, the utility, or the 
neceffity o£ any command which he has giveny 
that entitle^ihim to the performance of it ; but, in 
all tbtags of a moral nature, our being rational 
^oH/rcji k the ground of his claim ; and in thofe 
of a poiitive kindi our heing qualified according' to 
hts.dii^edion, whether we befo wife and £0 fincere 
as to ackikawledge the obligation, or no. Thus 
it appears ^at the epithet ]^rc^ if taken in die 
iftufe already explained, is no difiionour to us* 

But i& on the contrary, out brethren mean by 
the epithet) that we are iigo^, mnee^jffin'ify exa&^ 

P 
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mfcripiuraUy confined ; their forwardnefs to giti?. 
us a name calls for our cenfure. In the former 
lenfe» I will venture to affirm^ every Baptift ought 
to be a ^ri3 one, or elfe to renounce the name. 
In the latter ufe of the term, we rejeft the dillhi* 
guiffaing epitlieti and require our opponents to 
prove — 1 fay to prove ^ not to furmiie, that it juftl|r 
belongs to us. And t^at they uf^ the word in 
this ^noxious meaning appear^ to me, by the ten* 
or of their arguing ; by fuperadding that harflier 
epithet rigorotu i and by that home charge, of 
greatly injuring * the honour and intereft of true 
religion, and not a little contributing to the caufe ofin" 
fidelity r 

But if we be Stria Baptlfis^ what are they ? Our 
brethren will not be offended, if I again afk, What 
ure they ^ and by vthat name ihall we call- them ! 
That they are not JlriQ Baptifts, is out of all dif* 
pute ; beckufe from fuch they exprefsly diftinguifli 
themfelves, and have abundant reafon, if the 
charge jud mentioned be true, to be ajhamed of 
them. I arh obliged, therefore, if it be lawful for 
me to imitate their officioufnefs, and to give them 
a name, (for as yet they are half anonymous) to 
fearch for fome fignificant and defcriptive adjec- 
tive, that will fet them at a wide dtfiance from the 
ftri<^ Baptifts. But what muft it be \ Inaccurate^ 
or loofe^ or latitudinarian ? I would noti defigned* 
ly, Jb^ guilty of a mifnomer ; but as all thefe terms 
^re very different in their meaning from that ob- 
iloxious word firifff it can hardly be fuppofed that 
I am far from the truth. As they profefs them* 
ielves Bapti/ls^ there we agree ; but as they hold 
the ordinance of baptifm with z loofe handt there 
we differ ; and hence the neceflity of fuch oppo* 
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fitdy fignificant epithets, t6 inark our different 
condud. For names, you know, are fo much the 
more perfect, by how much the more they exprefs 
the nature and properties of perfons and things* 
Yesy the prad^ice of our opponents makes it evi^ 
dent to all the world, that the term Baphftu when 
{Applied to them, is to be underftood in fuch a lati> 
Itude of fignification* as will comport with receiv- 
ing perfons to communion, who, 4n tlieir jud?y 
ment, are untapii%id. That is, they are Baptiftt^ 
wh^n the ideas expreffed by that name fuit the 
difpofitions of their hearers ; and they entirely 
omit the ordinance, from which they take their 
denomination, when candidates for communioii 
with them do not approve of it. And, which 
piakes their condudt, in this refpedk, appear exceed-* 
ingly ftrange, they do not, like his Holinefs of 
Rome, exprefsly claim a difpenAng power; nor, 
in the madnefs of entbufiafm, pretend to any new 
revelation ; nor yet, with the difciples of George 
Fox, coniider baptifm as a temporary inftitution* 
Our charader, then, is fixed. Their own pen$ 
have engroiTed it. And, be it known to all men, 
we are Stria Bapttfis. To this-chara<fler, as be^. 
fore explained, we fubfcribe with hand and heart, 
in the lafl words of the celebrated Father Paul, 
Efio perpetm. Their's I have attempted to draW, 
in contraft with otir's, and will now venture to call 
them, l4atUudinarian Bapt'tfis, Whether they will 
allow the name to be juli, and edeem it as we do 
our's, I am not certain. But of this I make nq 
doubt, that the religious world in general, were 
they to fee and compare it with the opinion an4 
pradlice of our brethren ; w )uld pronounce it de?j 
Ibriptivf of t)ie perfons to whom it is given. Stri^ 



Bafif/L^^lheY trill permit otxr chtira^ter td ftioiA 
firfty as it has confelTcdly the right of prlifii8i<» 

Thefe chara<5)!eFs> in eontrafty found retj oddif ^ 
I mtid Confefs ; and they are bnit of a norai 
date. For thej do aot a]3^ar to htfvis had ^ 
^xtftence till about the middle a[:d»s kft c^nttitf*- 
What a pitj it b but fbmething <2f a fimllar kilid 
could havd been found, in the ancient iKOtixnmmi^ 
of the Jewt& chtirch, relating to eircUmcifion^ av 
a prerequifite for conolnijinkm is it^ Had in ap*^ 
peared» in any authentic reeordsi that tibs ibtis of 
AbfalHttn^ in timers of yore^ ^ere divided hi dietf 
judgment about that okblete rite | and tibat i^fi# 
of them Were calkd Stria Qircmndfifmiftsy affd^thdf* 
X^athudinatkm Ci^nanieiJiQM^s j; it would faav^gtf«r»t 
at leaft, aa air of ailtiquity to out* brethfffi^s h^-^ 
potheiis^ pra^icef and chzraiflel-w Bui^'^^H^e muA 
take things ^s we find thetn» 

J juft now recoiled^ what many of my ^fsederfr 
muft know to be fa6l» that our Fasdolia^tfft bretk'^ 
ren> when they have^ a mind to (hew their wii ahd 
be a little mevry at odr ex|»enie, reporefent th^ 
Baptifls, without <Kftin6Hon, as e^^diHgfy fdnd of 
water ; as profieiFors thalk cannot kv^ in a chufeh' 
ftate, without a great dtd <^ $vattri Nay,. 6ne of 
tliem has very politely called U9> ^ wanry Bi^tt / 
£Bid then adds, « Many ignorant fprinkled €kriftiantt 
aire ofteiH^to their hurt,./MMr2/iy them m^ ^ nitam.^* 

* Di'. Ma^oV True Scr^urc Dodfcnnt of BaptifiA, p. ^31 
Poor creatures ! How much thefe * f^f inkled C^riftians* et^ 
to be pitied, whell treated fo rudely by 'watery higots I \% 
thereno remedy againft' fuch an invafionof perfonal li^e^y. 
by appeaUttg to Caefar \ l¥ tHert be; st lU^ai'^f Laioi iiirmil^ 
riot fpend kt»tiiti<$ ilViit poititiri('ir««t^ hi- tb^b<^^ tf 
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According to this Gentleman, then, wfe are mfoteryi 
^goti. Well, it does not greatly diftrefs me to be 
thus reprefented by a fneering antagonift ; be<; 
^aufe 1 really believe that much wafp^ is neceffary 
to baptifin, and am no lefs confident* that baptifm 
is neceffary to cp^munioi^ at the Lord's table. 
But fince I have maturely coniider^d the fingular 
chara<5ter and p^uliar fituation of our latitudina- 
rian bfrethren, I can by no i^eans think it either 
C£(ndid or equitable that they fhould be thus repre- 
fented* Becaufe it is evident, evident even to 
demonflration, that their profefl[ion and pra^ice 
laken together will not admit of jt, • They, it mn ft 
i)e acknowledged, will fometimes declaim aloud 
on the necefl^ty of a profeflpon o( faitji, and of imr 
roerfion in the namp of the triune Gpd, to fonfti-j 
tute that baptifm which is from heaven. So, 
when thfBy write on the ifubje<Ei, and publifh th^r 
thoughts to the world at large, they affert thefe 
things with the greateft confidence, l^hey will ^Ifo, 
with the venerable John, go down into Jordan^ 
and there adminifter the fignificant ordinance : fo 
that one would be tpnipted tq think they were 
^riS Baptifts, real Baptifts^ ^nd tliat Bapttfni has 
no fc^er friends upon earth. But whgn they plead 
for free communion, they tali a different lan- 
guage ; they fpeak c^ \t as an indifferent thing 
find a mere trifle, that is not worth contending 
about. And, when U^ey adq^iit pommunicants, 
they often aff in a different way ; for, in receiv- 
ing a Psdobaptid, what they coniider as real bap- 
Ufm is entirely fet adde. They might, confe- 

f^ch * igttoranf fprinkled Chriftians/ and to prevest any of 
them iMinr Atfr/, in future. 
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^uentiy, '^Mti eqlialcOitfiffiwieyj adte!^58eSii^tel*i^^ 
their coiftxfitihiori, Who Savrneither' bt?eft'iminW*& 
ed nor fpritikled; att'd fe; lite tile Qhltlt(*t^ hrfv^* 
nothing^ at allto db \dtli <tf/j//?/ iti the \r6rlliijr <rf 
God. Whether, theyefc^r, at jirtibit-tais^ B^feW itfi^- 
merfed iti a- river, be the x){rata*r^^i"A i/ftwy; (ir' 
fprinkled ^'di diat efem^t fklitt*t3!fe»'iia!ifl of rfJif 
hand, be tWe drbps etrei* ixi'fi^'; ot ftsisr Kati' iV6 
concert! with water di"^ alt; it' lilildei rid* rfttkterfal* 
dlfFereftce witli theurt, iri poitit of corhrtfunritoh; 
S^o; then, as they can i'6'drivfe' nienibfits into tfieiV^" 
comiiiunities, fubfift in a cKttrch ftatei arfd'ettJbjT 
fellowfliip at tiie Lord's tabfe^, With eithet tmch^^^"- 
ter, or Iift/eMVBter; or nontdt ail; J htirtlMy cortcei\ngr ' 
that if our bantering opponerit would db'tlieirijhr- 
tfce, while hef diTplays his own v^iU he flibtild'give?* 
them, a dijffinnt mWe\ For tHoufgh they fertti, at 
fotne titttes; to be as fond of wat61*'a^*we^are*; ihfifti; 
ing updft itythiat where there' isiioinilhei-fibiithfe*^* 
is no baptifm^, yet; at othersT, they warifilj?' ccMeiidJ 
that' believers of a//'dehoft]wiktions, (i.e: BaptiftV 
\^th mucb'vrsxtr i Piidbbaptito "vfri.th little' v^ater ; 
and Katabai](tiftiwithoat ^j^j^4fe<srf^atall) have a' 
right of cotftttiunion with thentf iA thciact^^fuppW. • 
It behoye^ tfe'Do^br, therefore, if evjer he'f^votit; 
us with anothfer* addf*fs{> to {kkrdti fktt'2L itew^dif-- 
tinguiftiing epithet, tb conttecft'with the ti^fni Bigotiy 
that (hall include and expreft thefts various' ideas: 
littt whether our own langtrage b^ aMe'to fufnilH^ 
an adjedivecGfmpfehfenfivtrenotigh*; oti^fodi'an'ot- 
carfion, I date not aifeVt ': ' vferyprobuMy, hbwever, 
aihong th6fe nufne;rOus c6Wjpotrndi* contained' itt 
the language of ancient Greece, he naay find one 
that is fit for^the ptirpofe. AndVs itis ri^*ev*es*y 
^ne, no, nor every Do6lor» who' coMd have 
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thbugKt-dr tl^' eft^t fhi^,^ ^WHHfjf Sfigois /» 
I doubtnW-t^ fei€lfty of hii^ iliVentldtt, afttd the 
wWF-k^ft^Wtt a^ct^c^^df^hl^ pbt!? \<1iieit Ittiidlmg 
tH^ Ba^Jfiftl,* ^!l-^febfi? nm t6'^\H0K\t b«fthre1rl 

aft* jic¥fW!if ftiita^/ 

TH<!)T%h^ h 2ttH' m ftofifif itri^ing^ that' 6\it 
h^ek^ \varit' fmc^ity,' of fK)rfi thiilWiig^ thit 
thd)^ vioJ^t tH^dift'ates bf cdnftiferfce^, i A- niairftain- 
ingf' their vl^ {rhglilay'lyj'pbthefTsr ;' yet tlxeif con- 
dM,*ift rfe^arcTtb baptiim, Han fu^i -An aMguot/s 
appeJifkt(c&i dM'\6p}k'{o mvtcli li"^ h^olding^Of^' 
Jnih o£ a cbtttratfh5rtd*r,'thatl\lhbuld' nfot w6ndet 
if diie or aff^hef c^- our Paiciobaptlft' oppoiiehtsi" 
\rdfeW d^plf'ih thenf , 'wTth' ar Ifttle alteration, the 
ipititfed'reihonllraiice* (tf^Btfho'p Hall to Archbiih-* 
op 'Land; Th<* latter bemg ' (Irorigly fufpeded of 
a^ predileiftiori for Poperyiaitd-the former intend- 
ing to deal rbuTldiy vfith^-htni on that fubje(5t, ad-* 
drefFed^ hrm in the'fbHoWinglan'guage', * I wbtild 
I ffleW where to find you^^^To-day you are 'in- the 
tents of the Romantfts : to-rn6rtt)w' in oar's ; the 
next day between both, againft both. Our adver- 
faries think you our's f^ we their's— This df your's 
is the worft of all tempers. Heat and cold have 
their ufes ; lukewarmnefs is good for nothing but 
to trouble the Homach-^r-How long will you halt 
Jn this indiflPerency ? Refolve one way, and know, 
at laft, what you do hold; what you ftiould. 
Cad off either your •vyings or your teeth ; and^ 
loathing this bat^like form, be either a bird or a 
beaft. If you muft begin, why not now ?— God 
x:rieth with Jehu, fVho is, on myJSde^who ^-^-Tzke you 
ffoce ; let me have truths if I cannot have both.* 
I'hus the acute and good Btfhop Hall, to one who 
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halted between two opinions ^ wha wsiis nridier ai^ 
uniform Papift» nor a confi&eiU Proieftant. 

And now, before I conclude^ oiir brethren wil^ 
fuffer roe alfo to remonftrate y apd the reader roay^ 
reft aiTured, that I do it withoi;it theleaft impeach* 
mmt of their integrity— If infant fprinkling be a 
human invention* difoiyn it, r^noun^pe it» entirely 
reje^ it» and no longer }et it hold the place of a 
divine inftitution in any of your churches. But 
if it be from Heaven» embra,ce it profefs it^ prac- 
tife it in the face of the fuUy an4 lay the other ab«^ 
folutely afide^ as deftitute of a divine warrant. 
For as there is but one God, and onefaith, fo there, 
is but ooi haft\fm, Pivine truth is confident ; . di- 
vine oi^dinances are confiftent, for they are not yea 
and nay { and all the Chriftian world are confift- 
ent with (hemfelves, relating to baptifm ; be ye, 
therefore, confiftent in this, as you are in othei:. 
refpeAs. That is, be either confiftent Bapttjlsy oi^ 
Pmdobap&fis ; for, according to your prefent prac- 
tice, alJ thinking and impartial men muft pro- 
nounce 70U an heUroftneotu misUnre of both* 
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